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HOUSE     OF   LORDS, 
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MiiriTrJis.]  Bills.  Read  •  third  timet—Mntinys  and 
Marine  Mutiny. 

Petition*  preKDted.  By  various  Nobls  Lobds,  ftom  aerenl 
Placet,  for  the  Better  Obiervance  of  the  Sabbath.— By  the 
Dulceof  ChMVMiMAitrh  flfwn  Sutherland,  inftvouroftiie 
Municipal  Corporations*  Act  Amendmeot*-By  the  Earl  of 
WmcHiLBBA,  from  the  Medical  Practitionen  of  East 
Kent,  for  an  Alteratioo  in  the  Poo^Law  Act  Amendment 
Bill  relating  to  their  Attendance  on  the  Poor.— By  Lord 
Dknhah,  from  Magistzates  of  Salop,  against  the  Priaoners* 
Counsel  Bill. 

Constabulary    force    (ire- 

LAN  D).]  LordEllenborough  said ,  it  appear- 
ed to  him^  that  the  returns  which  the  noble 
Viscount  (Dancannon)  laid  on  the  Table  a 
night  or  two  ago  respecting  the  Constabu- 
lary force  in  Ireland  were  not  accurate, 
and  it  was  most  desirable  that  any  in- 
accuracies which  they  contained  should 
be  corrected  before  their  Lordships  came 
to  the  discussion  of  the  Bill.  The  noble 
Lord  before  he  sat  down,  called  the  atten- 
tion of  the  House  to  those  particulars  in 
the  returns  which  he  considered  to  be 
erroneously  stated. 

Viscount  Duncatmon  admitted,  that  the 
returns  were  not  so  accurate  as  they 
ought  to  be,  but,  with  all  their  inaccuracies, 
under  the  circumstances  of  the  case,  he 
had  no  alternative  but  to  lay  them  on  the 
table. 

The  Duke  of  Wellingion  said,  as  this 
Bill  was  to  enable  the  Lord-Lieutenant  of 
Ireland  to  raise  a  force  without  any  con- 
trol being  exercised  on  the  part  of  the 
grand  juries  or  the  maeristracy  of  Ireland, 
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and  as  a  gpreat  portion  of  the  expense 
of  that  force  was  to  be  charged  on  the 
grand  juries — a  greater  portion  of  the  ex- 
pense than  had  been  charged  on  them  here- 
tofore— ^he  did  think  it  was  necessary  they 
should  have  that  which  they  could  have 
before  them,  viz. — an  accurate  account  of 
what  the  expenses  had  been  heretofore 
under  its  different  heads,  and  a  fair  esti- 
mate of  what  it  was  to  be  hereafter.  It 
was  impossible  this  Bill  could  be  allowed 
to  pass  this  House  without  having  some 
fair  accounts  of  the  expense  as  it  had 
been,  and  some  fair  estimate  of  the  ex- 
pense as  it  would  be. 

Viscount  Duncannon  said,  the  estimate 
now  on  their  Lordships'  table  was  a  fair 
estimate  of  what  the  Government  pro- 
posed that  the  expenses  should  be  here- 
after. He  did  not  believe,  that  the  Bill 
would  give  more  power  to  the  Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  as  against  the  grand 
juries,  than  the  Lord-Lieutenant  had  at 
present. 

The  Earl  of  Wicklow  said,  the  re- 
turns might  be  an  accurate  account  of 
what  the  Government  intended  to  do,  but 
they  did  not  furnish  an  account  of  what 
the  law  would  enable  them  to  do,  if  they 
availed  themselves  of  the  full  powerd 
which  the  Bill  conferred.  The  returns 
consisted  of  two  statements — an  account 
of  the  expenses  under  the  existing  system, 
and  an  estimate  of  the  expenses  proposed 
under  the  Bill,  but  the  fact  was,  there  was 
inaccuracy  on   both  sides  of  the  paper. 
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There  was  a  material  error  in  the  very  first 
item,  notwithstanding  its  siroplicity.  The 
present  allowance  to  each  inspector,  with 
the  e^ce|)tioQ  of  an  extra  allowance  for 
stationery,  was  830/.  16s. ;  to  this,  in  the 
account  which  he  held  in  his  hand,  was 
added  *'  extra  allowance  to  each,  400/." 
Now,  there  were  no  such  allowances. 
There  was  an  erroneous  charge,  then,  of 
four  times  400/.,  or  1,600/.,  as  against 
the  existing  expense. 

The  Earl  of  Rvpon  thought  the  account 
ought  to  have  stated  the  full  amount 
which  the  Act  would  allow  to  be  incurred. 
That  was  the  principle  on  which  all  the 
Parliamentary  estimates  were  formed; 
they  were  ordered  thus,  "  that  a  sum  not 
exceeding  [soroueh]  be  granted."  It  was 
not  incumbent  on  the  Goyernment  to 
open  the  whole  amount,  bat  the  estimates 
assumed  that  the  whole  would  be  ex- 
pended. 

Lord  EUenborough  admitted,  it  might 
be  difficult  to  furnish  an  estimat'e  perfectly 
accurate,  for  the  Bill  would  empower  the 
Lord- Lieutenant  to  allow  150/.  per  annum 
to  every  roan  capable  of  bearing  arms. 
When,  according  to  the  estimates,  as 
twenty- eight  magistrates  would  be  re- 
el uired,  it  appeared  to  him  extraordinary 
that  a  Bill  should  be  brought  before  Par- 
liament empowering  the  Government  to 
appoint  142. 

The  Earl  of  Haddington  said,  whatever 
might  be  the  intentions  of  the  present 
Government,  it  did  not  follow,  that  the 
next  Government  would  take  the  same 
view  of  the  matter.  What  he  wanted  in 
these  returns  was  an  account  of  the  powers 
given  by  this  Bill.  He  moved  for  the  re- 
turns on  the  assumption  that  the  number 
of  constables  and  sub-constables  would  be 
the  same  in  the  proposed  as  in  the  present 
establishment;  instead,  however,  of  157 
chief  constables,  the  account  gave  only 
110.  That  did  not  afford  a  fair  opportu- 
nity of  comparing  one  system  with  the 
other.  The  noble  Earl  was  proceeding  to 
remark  on  the  number  of  magistrates  pro- 
posed, when 

Viscount  Melbourne  rose  to  order. 
This  was  not  a  fit  opportunity  for  discus- 
sing the  merits  of  the  Bill. 

Viscount  Dimcannon  said,  if  the  ac- 
count had  been  made  out  in  the  way 
suggested  by  the  noble  Lords  opposite,  it 
would  have  stated,  that  the  inspectors 
woold  receive  500/.  a  year;  bot  it  was 
not  intended  to  give  to  more  tfiaa  three  of 


the  inspectors  that  sum.  Such  ah  account 
might  have  misled  the  House  as  to  the  in- 
tentions of  the  Government,. 

The  Earl  of  Haddington  thought  it  not 
possible  to  mislead  the  House  on  the  sub- 
ject. What  he  desired  was,  to  see  the 
amount  of  patronage  that  would  be  at  the 
disposal  of  the  Government. 

The  Marquess  of  Londonderry  con- 
ceived the  return  might  be  made  out 
showing  just  what  the  power  of  the  Go- 
vernment would  be  under  tbe  Bill,  with 
the  expense;  and,  secondly,  what  they  pro- 
posed that  the  expense  should  be.  Their 
Lordships  would  then  be  able  to  'judge  of 
the  amount  of  the  absolute  power  and  the 
contemplated  discretionary  limit. 

Viscount  Duncannon  said,  to  make  the 
account  intelligible  it  ought  also  to  show 
the  extent  to  which  the  expenses  might 
be  carried  under  the  present  law,  and 
under  the  Peace  Preservation  Act. 

Viscount  Melbourne  said  if  any  noble 
Lord  would  point  out  any  deficiency  in 
the  account  he  would  endeavour  to  supply 
it,  and  if  any  noble  L6rd  desired  furthef 
information  perhaps  he  would  move  for  it. 

Subject  dropped. 

Spanish  Affairs.]  Earl  Minto  said, 
as  on  the  occasion  of  the  noble  Marquess 
having  moved  for  a  copy  of  the  instruc- 
tions issued  from  the  Admiralty  to  Lord 
John  Hay,  so  far  as  related  to  their 
authorisation  of  the  letter  sent  by  that 
officer  to  the  General-in-chief  of  her  Spa- 
nish Majesty's  forces,  he  informed  the 
noble  Marquess  that  no  such  letter  bad 
come  into  his  possession;  and  as  since 
that  time  he  had  received  a  copy  of  the 
letter  from  Lord  John  Hay  himself,  he 
thought  it  would  not  be  fair  or  candid  if 
he  did  not  give  the  noble  Marquess  infor- 
mation of  that  fact.  He  had  no  objection 
to  the  production  of  that  letter  if  the  noble 
Marquess  thought  it  desirable:  but  ai 
it  had  already  been  communicated  to 
the  public,  and  as  he  found  that  nothing 
could  be  inferred  from  it  more  than  ho 
was  fully  prepared  to  admit,  namely,  that 
it  was  conformable  with  the  instruction! 
given  to  Lord  John  Hay  by  the  Govern- 
ment, to  enter  into  an  efficient  co-opera* 
tion  with  the  Spanish  Governioent,  under 
these  circuinstances  the  noble  Marquess 
would  probably  not  think  the  production 
of  the  letter  necessary. 

The    Marquess    of   Londonderry    felt 
gratefal  for  the  information  afibrded  him 
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by  tbe  Doble  EarL  With  respect  to  the 
production  of  the  letter  he  must  say,  that 
he  thought  it  inpportaut  to  have  it  on  the 
table  of  the  House  as  a  record,  which  it 
might  be  useful  to  refer  to  hereafter.  Be- 
fore he  sat  down  he  begged  to  ask  whether 
there  would  be  any  objection  on  the  part 
of  the  noble  Viscount  to  produce  the  dis- 
patch alluded  to  by  him  the  other  night 
on  stating  that  the  convention  of  Lord 
Eliot  had  been  productive  of  an  exceed- 
ingly beneficial  effect?  He  would  move 
that  a  copy  of  the  letter  be  laid  on  the 
Table. 
Ordered. 

HOUSE   OF    COMMONS, 
Thursday^  April  21,  1836. 

MufOTU.]  BiOk.  Read  a  seoond  tUii9:->ReTenae  Depart- 
ments Securities.— Read  a  first  time:--4x>rd's  Day  Oteerv- 
anoe. 

i^aUtioai  pceieiitad.  By  Dt.'Bowrino,  fton  Glasgow,  for 
Excmptiiig  the  Clyde  Ports  ftom  the  operaticm  of  any  Act 
for  tbe  R^ulatioo  of  PUotage.— By  Mr.  Mark  Pbiups, 
ftom  the  Chamber  of  Commerce  and  MannllMitures  at 
Ifanehciter,  ftnr*  Repeal  of  the  Dwty  on  FSre  losunnoea. 
— By  several   MbmbbbSi   ttom  various  Places,   for  a 

;  Repeal  of  the  Duty  on  Marine  Insuxsnoes.— By 
several  Msmbsrs,  firom  a  great  Number  of  Places,  for 
the  Better  Oboervanee  of  tbe  Sabtat|i,'~By  Mr.  Vowwmm, 
ftom  the  Power-Loom  Overlookers  of  Manchester,  for 

'  Altentiotts  in  the  Factories^  Regulation  Act—By  Mr. 
Lawbow,  fhMn  tha  Tmstses  of  the  Ambleside  Turnpike, 
against  the  Turnpike  Trust  Consolidation  BilL— By  several 
MsMBBRB,  ftom  various  Places,  agidnsl  the  Tithe  Com- 
mutation BilL — By  several  MtMBxns,  ftom  various  Places, 
for  plaeing  the  Management  of  County  Ralea  in  Represen- 
tatives*—By  Mr.  EwABT,  ftom  the  Lessees  interested  in 
Leases  granted  by  Eodesiastical  Persons,  against  the  Eode- 
siastieal  Leases'  BilL — By  Mr.  Ewabt,  ftom  St.  Helen's, 
Tannaftpr,  for  an  Alteration  of  the  Law  of  S^fectraent-^-By 
Mr.  WiUiON  PATnir,  ftom  the  Hundred  of  Leyland, 
Lancaster,  for  Relie£ — By  several  MxuBBita,  ftom  various 
Places,  for  a  Repeal  of  the  Duty  on  Newspaper  Stamps.—* 
By  Sir  Wiluax  Poixsa.  flrom  Norfbft  and  SuflMk, 
against  the  Manorial  Boundaries  and  Escheats  BilL— By 
Mr.  O^CowNOB  Dow,  from  Spankhill,  Elphin,  and  Athel- 
league,  for  the  Abolition  of  Tithes  (Ireland)  t  and  for 
Rdttaf  ftom  Grand  Jury  Assessments. — By  several  Mbm. 
BBB8,  ftom  various  Places,  for  a  Mitigation  gf  the  Criminal 
Laws ;  and  by  Mr.  Pbabb,  fitun  the  Dissenters  of  Stoekton- 
Qpoo^Teea,  for  Reliei; 

■  Bbttbr  Obsbbvancb  op  tbb  Lord's 
Dat.3  Sir  Andrew  Agnew  rose,  in  pur- 
suance of  his  notice,  to  move  for  leave  to 
bring  in  **  a  Bill  to  extend  to  all  classes  of 
his  Majesty's  subjects  the  privilege  of 
protection  in  the  due  observance  of  the 
Lord^s  day."  The  hon.  Baronet  said,  that 
he  would  not  trouble  the  House  with  many 
observations  in  support  of  his  Bill,  unless 
it  were  the  intention  of  hon.  Members  to 
oppose  the  motion  for  leave  to  bring  it  in. 

Mr.  Oisborne,  and  several  Members :  I 
intend  to  oppose  that  motion. 

Sir  Andrew  Agnew  must  then  beg  the 
indulgence  of  the  House,  while  he  made 
a  few  observations.    This  was  now  tbe 


third  time  he  had  taken  the  liberty  of  in- 
truding on  the  House  upon  this  subject, 
and  as  the  question  was  now  well  under- 
stood in  different  parts  of  the  country,  and 
as  various  petitions  most  respectably  signed 
had  been  presented  to  the  House,  praying 
it  to  pass  the  Bill  which  he  had  before 
introduced,    he  should    not   consider    it 
necessary  to    enter    at  length  into  the 
details  of  the  Bill  which  he  now  intended 
to  propose  for  tbe  consideration  of  Parlia- 
ment.    The  desecration  of  the  Sabbath 
had  excited  much  attention  in  the  country 
before  Kh  was  in  Parliament.     In  1832, 
the  House  granted  him  a  Committee  on  the 
subject  and  much  evidence  from  the  me- 
tropolis was  heard.    Though  the  evidence 
was  not  complete,  so  great  was  the  impres- 
sion it  made  on  the  country  at  large,  that 
the  table  was  loaded  with  petitions  on  the 
subject.     He  felt  himself  called  upon  to 
introduce  a  Bill  so  framed  as  to  offer  that 
protection  from  Sabbath  labour  for  which 
the  numerous -petitioners  prayed.    But  the 
Bill  was  rejected  on  the  second  reading ; 
and  as  the  objections  were  professedly  to 
the  extent  of  its  clauses,  and  not  to  its 
principley  the  late  excellent  Member  for 
Bodmin  (Mr.  Peter)  strove  to  meet  the 
wishes  of  the  House,  by  bringing  in  a  Bill 
omitting  all  the  provisions  which  had  been 
most  strongly  objected  to  by  hon.  Mem- 
bers, hoping  thus  to  secure  their  support ; 
but  very  different  from  his  expectations 
was  the  reception  he  met  with,  tor  he  had 
to  complain  of  the  opposition  of  the  iden- 
tical parties  whom  he  strove  to  please, 
who  laughed  at  the  inconsistency  of  the 
concessions  which  they  had  themselves 
asked   for,  and  he  abandoned  his  Bill, 
Again,  in  the  year  1834»  he  obtained  leave 
to  bring  in  a  Bill,  which,  as  before,  was 
intended  to  comply  with  the  prayers  of 
the  petitioners  to  this  House.     It  was, 
however,  thrown  out  on  the  second  reading. 
Notwithstanding  the  great  number  and 
urgency  of  the  petitions  which  the  people 
had  sent  up,  it  could  not  obtain  a  delibe- 
rate consideration  of  its  details  in  a  Com- 
mittee.     On    that  occasion,    two    hon. 
Members   were   misled  by  the  declared 
objections  to  the  extent  of  this  measure, 
whereas  experience  proves,  that  the  distaste 
felt  is  to  the  principle  of  Sabbath  legislation 
altogether,  at  least  by  some  of  the  hon. 
Members  opposite,  who  bad    taken  the 
most  prominent  part  in  opposition  to  the 
Bills  for  the  observance  of  the  Sabbath. — 
The  hon.  Members  for  Preston  and  for 
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Shaftesbury  were  destined  to  meet  the 
•same  treatment  as  Mr.  Peter  had  encoun- 
tered the  year  before,  notwithstanding  the 
very  moderate  provisions  of  their   Bills. 
He  gave  his  best  support  to  the  Bill  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Shaftesbury,  wishing  to 
shew  that  he  was  ready  to  accept  any 
boon    from    the    House,   however  small, 
ii'hich  was  right  in  principle  ;  but  the  hon. 
Members  on  the  other  side,   watchful  in 
their  opposition,  rendered  the  Bill  in  Com- 
mittee, by  their  amendments,  so  very  ob- 
jectionable, that  he  and  his  Friends  were 
constrained  to  vote  for  throwing  it  out  on  the 
third  reading.     In  1835,  he  was  desirous 
again  to   bring   forward   such   a  general 
measure  as  should  hold  out  that  protection 
from  the  oppression  of  Sabbath  labour, 
which,  to  judge  by  the  petitions  presented, 
was  so  extensively  desired;    but  he  ab- 
stained for  the  purpose  of  giving  full  and 
fair  play  to  the  limited  measure  for  which 
the   hon.   Member  for   Shaftesbury  had 
given  notice,  in  order  that  the  country 
might  have  the  opportunity  once  more  of 
seeing,   practically,    whether  the  ground 
of  the  opposition  was  the  extent  of  the 
details,  or  distaste  for  the  principle  of 
Sabbath   legislation.     He  gave  his  best 
support  to  the  limited  measure,  which  was 
rejected,  however,  on  the  second  reading, 
notwithstanding  every  offer  of  concession, 
if  it  were  permitted  to  go  into  Committee 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Shaftesbury.     At 
the   conclusion  of  the  last  Session,    he 
placed  a  notice  on  the  books  of  a  motion 
for  the  introduction  of  a  Bill  for  extending 
to  all  classes  of  his  Majesty's  subjects  the 
privilege  of  protection  in   the  due  obser- 
vance of  the  Lord's  day.     The  precise 
words  of  his  notice  had  been  widely  cir- 
culated throughout  the  country :  and  that 
they  were  approved  of  is  evident  from  the 
multiplicity  of   petitions  which  since  the 
commencement  of  the  Session  had  been 
presented  to  the  House.    A  large  number 
of  the  petitioners  had  done  him  the  honour 
to  mention  his  name  in  their  petitions,  and 
many  more  adopted,  in  the  prayer  of  their 
petition,  the  identical  words  of  his  published 
notice.     These   parties    were   chiefly  the 
trading  classes  who,  by  experience,  know 
the  oppression  under  which  they  labour  by 
the  present  habits  of  trade,  which,  in  many 
neichbourhoods,  make  it  almost  an  impos- 
sibiiity  to  detaoh  themselves  from  all  the 
trafficking,  or  what  I  would  rather  term, 
the   desecrations  which   surround    them. 
Hon.   Geotlemeii,  who  were  masters  of 


their  own  time,  did  not  so  much  expiBrience 
this,  and  therefore  might  not  enter  into 
the  petitioners'  feelings  under  the  griev- 
ances of  which  they  complained.     Let  the 
Bin  go  into  Committee,  and  let  the  House, 
in  its  wisdom,  determine  to  whom  this 
protection  should  be  given  and  from  whom 
withheld.    The  Bill  was  so  framed  as  to 
admit  of  some  parts  being  retained  and 
others  rejected.     It  was  not  for  him,  an 
humble  individual,  to  say  from  what  classes 
of  his   Majesty's  subjects  the  protection 
should  be  withheld  ;  it  was  for  the  House 
itself  to  make  that  selection.     In  answer 
to  the  objection,  that  his  Bill  went  too  far, 
he  could  nol  do  better  than  refer  the  House 
to  ten  petitions  from  Chelsea,  where  this 
question  had  been  fully  considered  during 
the  last  three  years ;   and  as  the  petitions 
came  from  distinct  trades,  they  furnished 
a  picture  of  the  public  mind  where  the 
question  was   understood.     It  had  been 
asked,  why  persist  in  a  course  which  had 
been  so  often  repudiated  by  Parliament  ? 
And  surprise  had  been  also  expressed  that 
such  a  question  should  have  been  reserved 
for  a  Reformed  Parliament,  which  it  was 
supposed  would  be  less  inclined  to  reli* 
gious  questions  than  the  former  House  of 
Commons.     He  had  always  replied  to  such 
inquiries,  that  he  supported  the  Reform 
Bill,  from  the  conviction  that  it  would,  by 
enfranchising   all    the     middle     classes, 
bring  to  bear  on  the  House  of  Commons  a 
great  accession  of  moral  power.    Such  a 
question  as  that  of  providing  for  a  due 
observance    of   the    Sabbath,    stood    no 
chance  in  an  unreformed  House  of  Com- 
mons, but  would  have  been  put  down  by 
some  hundred  gentlemen,  who,  having  no 
constituents,  could  not  have  entered  into  the 
feelings  of  the  classes  who  are  constrain, 
ed  to  work  and  were  deprived  of  all  the 
privileges  of  a  Sabbath  rest.     Every  Mem- 
ber of  the  House  had  constituents,  and  in 
every  constituency  were  some  men  of  moral 
weight.     By  the  influence  of  such  men  he 
was  supported ;    and,  he  trusted  he  should 
be  enabled  to  stand  up  year  after  year  in  the 
same  cause.     Strongly  impressed  with  the 
duty  and  necessity  of  amending  Sabbath 
laws,    to     afford   protection,    he   would 
move,  first,  for  leave  to  bring  in  a  general 
Bill    to  promote  the  observance  of  the 
Lord's  day ;  and  when  that  was  disposed 
of,  he  would  move  for  leave  to  bring  in  a 
second  Bill  to  remove  impediments  to  the 
observance  of  the  Lord's  day,  by  enabling 
the  local  authorities  to  chftnga  Saturday 
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and  Monday  fairs  and  markets  to  other 
days.  This  power  was  to  be  given  under 
certain  restrictions^  and  it  was  presumed 
that  the  local  authorities  could  have  no 
interest  in  such  a  removal  apart  from  the 
interest  of  the  neighbourhood  in  which 
they  resided.  The  Saturday  markets  in* 
convenienced  the  agriculturists^  after 
market  hours*  who  did  not  reach  home, 
perhaps,  ^until  late  on  Sunday  morning, 
when  their  labourers  were  to  be  paid. 
Monday  markets  occasioned  much  travel- 
ling towards  them  upon  the  Sabbath,  and 
on  that  day  also  much  previous  preparation 
in  the  market  towns.  The  hon.  Member 
concluded  by  moving  for  leave  to  bring  in 
a  Bill  to  promote  the  observance  of  the 
Sabbath. 

Sir  Oswald  Moseley  rose  to  second  the 
motion  of  the  honourable  Baronet,  and  in 
doing  so,  conceived  the  task  he  had  un- 
dertaken to  perform  an  easy  one,  inas- 
much as  he  imagined  no  opposition 
would  be  given  to  bringing  in  the  Bill. 
He  had  hoped  his  hon.  Friend,  the  Mem- 
ber for  Derbyshire,  would  have  been  the 
last  man  to  object  to  a  Bill,  merely  for 
the  purpose  of  Sabbath  legislation,  and 
with  respect  to  which  the  House  could 
not  then  know  an^fthing.  Upon  former 
occasions,  however,  tbey  had  heard 
enough  upon  the  subject  of  Sabbath  le- 
gislation, to  anticipate  the  object  of 
the  present  Bill.  He  regretted  to  say, 
that  in  a  Christian  country,  [inter^ 
rwptior^ — ^he  was  really  at  a  loss  to 
know  the  reason  of  those  cheers  of  ridi- 
cule, and  he  must  confess  he  was  shocked 
to  see  the  Commons  of  England  treating 
a  religious  subject  with  such  a  degree  of 
contempt.  He  certainly  had  thought 
that  the  British  Legislature  would  have 
given  due  consideration  to  a  subject  of 
such  serious  importance,  before  it  would 
have  attempted  to  treat  it  with  a  degree 
of  disdain  calculated  to  produce  in  him, 
at  least,  a  feeling  little  short  of  disgust. 
He  knew  that  in  supporting  the  motion  of 
the  hon.  Baronet  he  was  taking  a  step 
necessarily  unpopular  with  the  House  of 
Commons,  constituted  as  it  was  at  pre- 
sent; but  the  duty  he  had  to  perform 
being  of  a  religious  nature,  and  one  for 
which  he  should  have  to  answer  else- 
where, he  would  not  be  deterred  by  any 
opposition  from  going  through  it  to  the 
best  of  his  ability.  Upon  this  ground  he 
would  trouble  the  House  with  a  few  ob- 
servations.   He  thought  that  every  Mem- 


ber who  had  read  the  Report  which  had 
been  made  upon  this  subject  in  a  former 
Parliament  must,  if  he  read  it  with  care 
and  attention,  see  the  necessity  of  having 
some  legislative  enactment  to  enforce 
the  due  observance  of  the  Lord*s-day.  If 
there  were  any  Member  present  who  had 
not  read  that  Report,  he  would  say,  that 
be  was  not  competent  to  vote  upon  this 
occasion,  and  he  was  sure  that  those  who 
had  read  it  must  conscientiously  admit 
that  it  was  both  expedient  and  necessary 
to  adopt  a  measure  of  the  kind,  in  order 
to  give  to  the  public  a  greater  security 
for  the  observance  of  the  Sabbath.  It 
had  been  said,  indeed,  that  in  this 
country  we  might  go  through  the  streets, 
to  and  from  church,  perfectly  undisturbed, 
and  without  meeting  with  anything  to 
offend  our  feelings  of  religion.  That 
might  be  true,  as  regarded  the  heart  of 
the  Metropolis  and  the  West-end.  ["  No  /"] 
Then  the  hon.  Member  admitted  that 
such  was  not  the  case  in  the  West-end ; 
but  on  going  to  the  other  side  of  the 
Regent's- Park,  would  they  meet  with  no 
violation  of  the  Sabbath?  In  the  heart 
of  the  city  it  was  otherwise,  because  ou 
Sundays  it  was  less  populous  than  any 
other  portion  of  the  town,  its  inhabitants, 
for  the  most  part,  devoting  that  day  to 
pleasure  in  the  country.  He,  therefore, 
thought  that  great  credit  was  due  to  the 
hon.  Baronet  for  bringing  forward  the 
question  on  the  present  occasion,  after  so 
many  previous  repeated  attempts.  Not- 
withstanding the  manner  in  which  he  had 
been  laughed  at ;  notwithstanding  all  the 
ridicule  which  had  been  heaped  upon 
him,  and  the  opposition,  of  every  descrip- 
tion, he  had  met  with,  the  hon.  Baronet 
still  persevered,  and  they  certainly  had  a 
right  to  give  him  credit  for  his  perse- 
verance, in  again  introducing  a  motion 
which  was  undoubtedly  for  the  good  of 
the  country.  It  had  been  said,  that  no 
legislative  enactment  could  make  men  re- 
ligious, but  he  contended  that  was  not 
the  spirit  in  which  they  ought  to  deal 
with  a  measure  of  that  kind,  which  was 
not  one  for  the  purpose  of  compelling 
men  to  be  religious,  but  for  the  purpose 
of  putting  a  restraint  upon  t^ose  dis- 
graceful proceedings  which  were  of  con- 
stant recurrence  on  the  Sabbath-day. 
Drunkenness  and  dissipation  were  preva- 
lent on  that  day.  Beer-shops  were  opened, 
and  gin-palaces  flourished.  The  greatest 
immoiality,  infact,  followed  from  the  licence 
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g^veo  to  gin-shops  and  beer-shops  being 
opened  on  Sundays.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Dabliti  might  laugh  at  this;  but  that  hOQ» 
Member  must  know  there  was  great 
immorality  in  the  gin-shops.  [Mr.  0*€on'' 
nell :  I  never  was  in  one.]  He  did  not 
suppose  that  the  hon.  Member  ever  was 
in  one,  but  then,  why  should  the  hon. 
Member  for  Dublin  hvour  him  with  his 
sarcastic  laugh.  He  should  conclude  by 
saying,  that  he  was  quite  sure  that,  on 
his  supporting  the  motion  of  the  hon. 
Baronet,  he  was  bnt  coinciding  in  the 
opinions  and  the  feelings  of  a  great  ma- 
jority of  the  well-thinking  people  of  this 
country. 

Mr.  Gieborn^  mnst  ask  the  House  to 
consider  whether  this  was  or  was  not  a 
religious  question.  He  must  say,  that  in 
his  opinion,  the  interests  of  religion  would 
not  be  promoted  by  passing  a  Bill  of  this 
description.  He  did  not  intend  to  enter 
into  any  general  discussion  of  the  prin- 
ciple of  the  Bill,  but  to  state  in  a  simple 
manner  to  the  House  the  course  which 
the  attempts  at  Sabbath  legislation  had 
taken,  up  to  that  time;  and  he  put  it 
to  the  House  whether,  after  the  repeated 
decisions  which  the  House  had  come  to 
on  this  subject,  it  was  desirable  to  pro- 
ceed }  It  was  his  intention  to  move  the 
previous  question  on  the  hon.  Baronet's 
motion,  because  he  considered  it  was  not| 
desirable,  after  the  repeated  attempts 
that  had  been  made — all  of  which  had 
proved  abortive — to  again  renew  the 
question  of  Sabbath  legislation.  Several 
Bills  had  been  brought  in  by  the  hon. 
Baronet  since  1833,  and  none  of  them 
had  reached,  or  gone  beyond  a  second 
reading.  There  was  one  year  in  which 
the  hon.  Baronet  did  not  appear  before  the 
House  as  a  promoter  of  a  Bill  on  this 
8ubject,but  then  it  was  taken  up  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Shaltesbary  (Mr.  Poulier) ; 
and  what  did  the  House  suppose  was  the 
extent  of  printing  which  this  subject  liad 
given  rise  to?  He  coald  tell  tbeoi:  it 
extended  to  no  less  a  number  than 
84,000  pages.  There  was  one'  Sabbath 
Bill  introduced  into  the  House  of  Lords 
by  a  noble  and  learned  Lord,  who  usually 
coincided  in  opinion  with  the  majority  of 
that  House;  bnt  their  Lordships  did  not 
do  the  Commons  the  favour  to  send  that 
Bill  down  to  them ;  they  disposed  of  it 
themselves.  He  thought  the  hon.  Baronet 
could  not  have  any  serious  expectation 

pf  jfumm  tka  SiU>  audi  tbereforei  it  was 


not  necessary  Uiat  leave  should  be  given 
for  its  introduction.  He  had  always  ex- 
pressed his  opinion  that  this  was  an 
unfit  subject  for  legislation— the  House 
had  80  decided  on  former  oocasion»-* 
and,  therefore,  he  thought  that  it  was 
undesirable  that  the  valuable  time  of  the 
House  should  be  occupied,  or  the  public 
business  delayed,  by  following  up  sack 
futile  attempts.  One  great  advantage 
had  resulted  from  the  conduct  of  the 
eminent  ludividiml  who  presided  over 
their  proceedings,  in  putting  a  atop  to 
the  getting  op  of  unnecessary  discussions 
on  the  presentation  of  petitions ;  and  he 
thought  it  was  very  desirable  that  the 
House  should  adopt  a  similar*  course  with 
respect  to  this  Bill;  that  it  ought  to 
show  a  proper  degree  of  moral  courage, 
and  oppose  the  introduction  of  a  measure, 
the  principle  of  which  it  was  not  proper 
for  Parliament  to  entertain.  A  Bill  of 
this  description  would  not  promote  reli- 
gion; and  considering  it,  therefore, 
wholly  preposterous  to  suppose  that  it 
could  pass,  be  should  take  the  liberty  of 
moving  the  previous  question  on  the  hon. 
Baronet's  motion. 

Mr.  G'Connell :  I  feel  it  quite  incum- 
bent upon  ine  to  assure  the  hon.  Baronet, 
that  I  had  not  the  least  idea  whatever  of 
laughing  at  him,  or  at  any  one  else,  on 
that  side  of  the  House.  The  hon.  Baronet 
is  far  too  respectaUe,  and  too  much  re* 
spected,  for  any  one  to  laugh  at  him.  I 
will  tell  him  precisely  the  ludicrous  idea 
at  which  I  could  not  help  smiling  whea 
he  was  speaking.  The  lines  of  some .  poet 
occurred  to  me.  They  are  to  this  effect: — 

"  In  conventicle  once  looking  very  blue, 
I  saw  two  knights,  Oswald  and  Agnew  ; 
The  first  he  vras  a  very  strange  one; 
T'other  a  rlgki  Puritan e-one. 
Who  hanged  his  wicked  cat  on  Monday, 
Because  she  killed  a  mouse  on  Sunday.'' 

This  was  what  I  could  not  help  laughiii|i 
at,  and  I  hope  the  hon.  Baronet  vM 
excuse  oie  for  doing  so.  Now,  if  yoa 
could  make  out  the  case  that  this  countxy 
was  not  a  veligious  one — that  it  was  a 
country  in  which  the  Sabbath  vma  grossly 
▼iolated— that  it  was  one  upon  which  every 
indecency  was  committed — in  which  no 
religious  aeotkneat  existed-— in  such  sa 
state  we  might  be  persuaded  ik?JL  Uiene 
was  a  possibility  of  efi&cting  some  good 
by  legislation;  but  even  m  such  a  casie 
I  do  not  think  that  you  could  mend  the 
mikit^r  vamck  by  kg;ialatieiu    Sot  if  dbo 
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truth  be,  as  I  believe  it  is,  that  there  i9  \ 
no  country  on  the  face  of  the  earth,  in 
which  the  Sunday  is  so  well  observed,  by  all 
persuasions,  as  in  England,  and  1  believe 
there  is  not  one ;  I  should  be  glad  to  see 
other  countries  imitate  the  example  set 
them  by  this.     I  wish  that  every  country 
in  Europe  manifested   the  same  decent 
respect  for  the  Sunday  as  is  shown  in  , 
England.    I  am  sure  that  if  the  example  , 
were  followed,  those  countries  would  be 
infinitely  better.  Surely,  then,  in  a  country  | 
like  this,  the  attempt  to  legislate  between 
men's  consciences  and  their  God,  the  le- 
gislation upon  religious  observations,  can- 
not be  sanctioned.     It  was  too  much  the 
custom,  at  one  time,  for  men  to  persecute 
each  other.     Every  sect  in  power  stained 
itself  by  blood,  and  in  doing  so  violated 
the  first  principles  of  the  Christian  reli- 
gion. The  Catholics,  in  the  time  of  Mary, 
persecuted  by  blood ;  the  Protestants  per- 
secuted by  blood  in  the  time  of  Elizabeth ; 
the  Presbyterians, in  the  time  of  the  Usurpa- 
tion, persecuted  by  blood.     The  crime 
has  been  an  universal  one.    The  time  for 
persecution   by  blood  has,  thank  God, 
gone  by ;  but  are  we  now  to  let  ourselves 
be  harassed  by  the  miserable  vexation  of 
one  set  of  men  against  another— by  those 
who  daim  exclusive  piety  to  themselves — 
who  consider  themselves  superior  beings — 
who  call  themselves  the  friends  of  God, 
and  denounce  as  enemies  to  God  all  those 
who  oppose  them.     In  this  House  there 
occurred  at  a  former  period  the  case  of 
Naylor ;  he  was  at  the  fiar  of  this  House 
for  six  weeks,  every  one  was  raging  J^o  show 
that  he  was  a  better  friend  to  God  than 
another;  and  what  was  the  result?  At  the 
end  of  six   weeks,    instead    of   putting 
Naylor  to  death,  they  passed,  to  prove  their 
piety  and  Christianity,  what  was  called  a 
mild  sentence.     What   was    that    mild 
sentence?     His  nose  was  to  be  split,  his 
tongue  bored  through,  his  forehead  brand- 
ed, one  of  his  ears  cut  off,  and  he  was 
then  to  be  whipped  from  Cheapside  to 
Charing-cross.     Every  one  is  struck  with 
horror  when  he  hears,  that  Parliament  was 
concerned  in  such  a  proceeding  as  that. 
Every  one  now  can  gain  a  livelihood,  if  he 
chooses  it  on  Sunday.    What  is  it  then 
that  makes  the  people  so  religiously  ob« 
serve  the  Sunday?    It  is  the  force  of 
religious  feeling.  [From  Sir  0.  Moseley  : 
"  they  are  forced  to  work.*']    Who  forces 
them — is  there  any  law  to  force  a  man 
to  work  OD  a  Sunday?    H  is  their  own 


choice  if  they  work.    If  then  there,  be  a 
conscientious  objection  to  working,  what 
necessity  for  your  Bill?    There  is  nothing 
now  to  prevent  a  man  from  obtaining  the 
filthy  lucre. of  his  day's  hire,  but  his 
conscientious  feelings.     Is,  then,  that  a 
class  to  legislate  for }  So  we,  who  oppose 
that  legislation,   are  to   be   blamed    for 
the  ribaldry  and   laughter   upon  such  a 
subject.     No,    but    those   who   seek    to 
introduce  measures  upon  such  a  subject 
are  blameable.     The  Sunday  is  well  ob- 
served at  present.     No  man  is  compelled 
to  work  on  Sunday.     Is  there,  I  ask,  any 
law  to  compel  a  man  to  work  on  that 
day  ?     He  has  his  choice,  to  take  wages 
or  refuse  them,   and  they  are  refused. 
And  it  is  in' this  state  of  circumstances, 
that  we  are  called  upon  to  legislate,  and 
which  if  we  did  could  only  create  a  bad 
spirit.     Certainly,  summoning  a  man  on 
Monday  for  a  breach  of   the  Sunday, 
would    do    much    to    promote    charity 
and   kindliness  of  feeling  between  man 
and  man.     In  my  opinion,  it  must  have 
directly  the  opposite  effect.    It  is,  in  my 
opinion,  better  to  let  well  alone.     Let 
moral  influence  prevail,  and  let  general 
sentiment  enforce  the  due  observance  of 
the  Sabbath,  as  nothing  else  can  do  it. 

Mr.  Potter  observed,  that  the  hon. 
Baronet  had  not  entered  into  any  of  the 
details  of  the  proposed  measure,  and  there- 
fore he  (Mr.  Potter)  must  look  for  the 
probable  features  of  the  enactments  in  the 
Bills  which  the  hon.  Baronet  had  pre- 
viously brought  in.  He  would  contend 
that  these  Bills  were  Bills  of  pains  and 
penalties,  as  regarded  the  working  classes, 
while  they  gave  the  utmost  latitude  for 
the  breaking  of  the  Sabbath  by  the  higher 
orders  of  the  community.  He  was  in  utter 
ignorance  of  the  details  of  the  present  Bill, 
and  if,  upon  that  ground  alone,  he  would 
oppose  the  introduction  of  the  measure. 

Mr.  Plumptre  was  ready  to  acknowledge 
the  fact,  that  in  England  the  Sabbath  was 
more  strictly  observed  than  it  was  on  the 
Continent;  but  still  there  were  many 
abuses  which  it  could  not  be  denied 
ought  to  be  remedied  and  removed.  He 
would  tell  the  House  that  there  were  many 
hon.  Gentlemen  who  bad  liberty  on  their 
tongue,  but  who  were  most  intolerant  in 
their  hearts.  There  was  in  that  House 
men  who  wished  to  have  the  use  of  the 
Sabbath  to  themselves,  but  who  would 
not  allow  one  body  of  men  to  be  protected 
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that  the  House  would    allow  the  hon. 

'  Baronet  to  bring  in  this  Bill,  seeing  that 
80  many  persons  had  applied  to  the  Le- 
gislature for  protection. 

Lord  Arthur  Lennox  begged  to 
say  one  single  word.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Wigan  had  stated,  that  he  was 
ignorant  of  the  details  of  the  proposed 
measure.  Now  it  was  upon  that  very 
principle  that  he  (Lord  Arthur  Lennox), 
would  support  the  motion  of  the  hon. 
Baronet,  the  Member  for  Wigtonshire — 
He  cared  not  whether  hon.  Gentlemen 
who  cheered  disagreed  with  him,  but  he 

*4hoped  and  trusted  that,  at  least,  he  might 
be  allowed  on  this,  and  every  other  occa- 
sion, to  exercise  his  own  judgement,  and 
to  follow  the  dictates  of  his  conscience. 
He  had  voted  for  the  first  and  second 
readings  of  the  former  Bills,  though  he 
had  in  no  instance  pledged  himself  to  the 
details.  The  petition  which  he  had  pre- 
sented in  the  early  part  of  the  evening 
was  in  favour  of  some  legislative  enact- 
ment to  ensure  a  better  observance  of 
the  Sabbath;  it  emanated  from  a  vast 
number  of  his  constituents,  and  expressed, 
he  believed,  the  unanimous  feelings  of  the 
inhabitants  of  that  city  which  he  had  the 
honour  to  represent. 

Mr.  Arthur  Trevor  said,  that  without 
pledging  himself  to  support  the  details  of 
this  measure,  in  its  future  stages,  he  felt 
bound  to  givehis  assent  to  its  introduction ; 
but  he  wholly  dissented  from  the  opinion 
which  had  been  given  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Derbyshire.  He  thought  that  it 
would  be  the  height  of  injustice  to  the  hon. 
Baronet,  and  a  gross  dereliction  of  duty 
on  the  part  of  the  House,  if  they  were  at 
once  to  reject  a  measure,  in  favour  of 
which  so  large  a  number  of  persons  had 
petitioned. 

Mr.  Warhurton  said,  that  the  hon.  Ba- 
ronet who  thought  to  introduce  this  mea- 
sure, for  the  better  observance  of  the  Sab- 
bath had  been  highly  complimented  by 
the  hon.  Baronet  who  seconded  the  motion 
for  the  firmness  with  which  he  had  per- 
severed in  the  attempt  to  pass  Bills  having 
this  object  in  view,  through  the  House  ; 
and,  therefore,  he  (Mr.  Warburton) 
thought  the  House  could  not  be  much 
surprised  if  those  hon.  Gentlemen  who  had 
uniformly  objected  alike  to  the  principle 
and  details  of  the  former  Bills,  should, 
with  a  degree  of  corresponding  perse- 
verance, follow  up  their  determination  to 
reject  this  proposed  measure.  If  they  were 


I  once  to  allow  themselves  to  embark  on 
legislating  on  these  matters,  they  would 
never  know  to  what  degree  of  absurdity 
their  legislation  would  proceed.  They 
must  look,  not  only  at  the  manner  in 
which  the  question  was  introduced,  but 
they  must  also  be  alive  to  the  fiact,  that 
those  parties  who  were  opposed  to  legisla- 
ting on  this  question^  were  held  up  as  men 
to  be  denounced  by  their  constituents. 
He  should  give  his  decided  opposition  to 
the  introduction  of  any  ..such  Bill  as  that 
which  the  hon.  Baronet  moved  for  leave  to 
bring  in. 

Mr.  Baines  would  support  the  motion 
of  the  hon.  Baronet,  who  had  had  the 
honour  (for  such  he  considered  it  to  have 
been)  to  introduce  several  Bills  on  this 
subject.  There  had  been  that  day  a 
greater  number  of  petitions  presented  in 
favour  of  some  enactment  to  insure  the 
better  observance  of  the  Lord's  day  than 
had  been  presented  on  any  other  subject 
during  the  present  Session.  It  would  be, 
on  the  one  hand,  a  most  ungracious  pro- 
ceeding towards  the  hon.  Baronet  and  an 
injustice,  on  the  other  hand,  to  the  consti- 
tuencies of  this  country,  if  they  were  at 
once  to  reject  the  introduction  of  a  measure 
in  favour  of  which  so  many  had  peti- 
tioned. 

Mr.  Roebuck:  \crie$  of  Question.']  He 
supposed  from  the  cries  indulged  in  by 
hon.  Members,  that  they  looked  on  this 
question  as  one  which  had  been  introduced 
and  negatived  so  often  that  it  was  perfectly 
unnecessary  for  him  to  express  his  dissent 
from  its  principle.  If  he  believed  the 
House  were  willing  at  once  to  throw  out 
the  Bill,  his  purpose  in  rising  would  be 
answered,  and  he  should  not  detain  the 
House  for  an  instant.  But  it  so  happened 
that  that  was  not  the  intention  of  a  large 
number  of  hon.  Members,  and  he  thought 
it  requisite  to  say  a  few  words  in  opposing 
the  introduction  of  this  measure.  It  was 
grounded  on  a  principle  which  he  held  to 
be  an  improper  one:  it  called  for  the 
interference  of  the  House  on  a  subject 
with  which  the  House  had  no  concern 
whatever.  In  the  first  placci  this  was  a 
measure  of  gross  hypocrisy.  In  saying 
this  he  did  not  mean  to  impute  hypocritical 
motives  to  those  who  brought  forward 
this  measure  :  all  he  meant  to  assert  was, 
that  the  measure  was  applied  for,  with  one 
view  really  and  with  another  ostensibly. 
He  should  like  to  know  why  those  who 
were  such  strenuous  advocates  for  tho 
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the  Lord's  Day, 


Id 


proper  observance  of  the  Sabbath,  con- 
sented to  employ  servants  on  the  Sunday. 
Was  it  not  a  fact  that  these  strict  reli- 
gionists made  their  servants  black  their 
shoes,  brush  their  hats  and  clothes,  and  do 
everything  that  they  deemed  necessary  to 
keep  their  house  in  order  and  promote 
their  comfort  ?  [Sir  Oswald  Moseley :  Yes  ; 
but  we  oblige  them  to  go  to  church.] 
The  hon.  Member  for  Staffordshire 
said  that  servants  were  obliged  to  go 
church ;  but  how  was  it  that  he  forgot  that 
their  masters  were  in  all  probability  driven 
by  their  servants  to  church,  and  that  the 
very  persons  who  preached  at  the  church 
were  brought  there  in  the  same  manner  ?  For 
those  who  allowed  these  works  to  be  done 
were  crying  out  about  having  the  Sabbath 
better  observed  :  it  was  a  farce  from 
beginning  to  end,  and  nothing  but  sheer, 
downright  hypocrisy.  What  right  ha^ 
any  man  to  clothe  himself  with  authority 
by  which  be  considered  himself  justified 
in  pronouncing  his  fellow-men  irreli- 
gious because  their  acts  did  not  in  all 
respects  correspond  with  his  notions  ? 
[Sir  Oswald  Moseley :  I  have  never  done 
so.]  Yes :  but  you  do  so  by  implication 
when  you  assent  to  the  principle  of  such  a 
measure  as  this.  What  other  interpreta- 
tion can  you  claim  for  your  conduct  than 
that  yott  assume  to  yourself  that  perfect 
wisdom  and  consummate  judgment  which 
enables  you  to  lay  down  a  rule  for  the  ob- 
servance of  the  Sabbath,  which  must  be 
applied  to  all  other  men  ?  It  would  be 
much  more  consistent  with  true  morality 
that,  having  determined  on  a  rule  of  right, 
you  should  yourself,  in  all  humility  of 
spirit,  abide  by  it,  taking  care  to  leave  your 
neighbour  to  actj  ust  as  he  pleases.  One  would 
suppose  that  the  hon.  Member  opposite  (Sir 
A.  Agnew),  having  been  twice  defeated 
on  this  measure^  would  have  been  satisfied 
that  Parliament  was  determined  to  reject  it. 
But  as  he  has  thought  fit  to  introduce  an- 
other Bill  on  the  subject,  I  shall  put  the 
purity  of  his  morality  to  the  test,  by  pro- 
posing an  amendment  to  his  Bill  to  this 
effect:— First,  I  shall  propose  that  all  fre- 
quenters of  club-houses  on  a  Sunday  shall 
be  fined  ten  pounds;  five  pounds  to  be 
given  to  the  informer,  and  five  pounds  to 
the  King.  I  mean  also  to  propose  a  clause 
that  every  servant  employed  to  go  on  a 
message  by  his  master  on  a  Sunday  shall 
have  a  right  of  informing  against  his  roas- 
ter, and  fining  him  ten  pounds  therefore. 
I  shall  propose  also  to  impose  a   fine 
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shall  choose  to  be  carried  in  his  coach  to 
church  on  Sunday,  of  one  hundred  pounds; 
and,  if  any  Bishop  of  the  Church  of  Eng- 
land shall  so  act  on  that  day,  I  mean  that 
he  shall  be  fined  two  hundred  pounds.  In 
addition  to  those  clauses,  I  shall  introduce 
one  more,  which  is,  that  Hyde-park  be 
closed  on  that  day  as  well  as  the  Zoologi- 
cal-gardens. ['*  Tattersall's.'*]  As  for 
Tattersall's,  I  have  never  been  there  in 
my  life.  I  know  nothing  about  it,  and  I 
shall  leave  others  to  take  care  of  that ;  but 
I  shall  use  every  exertion  to  render  (by 
the  provisions  which  I  propose  to  introduce 
into  this  Bill)  the  streets  as  solitary  and 
dreary  as  possible.  Having  thus  provided 
for  the  proper  observance  of  the  Sabbath 
by  the  rich,  we  shall. then  be  in  a  con- 
dition to  legislate  on  the  subject  for  the 
poor.  At  all  events  I  reckon  with  confi- 
dence on  receiving  the  support  of  the  hon. 
Member  who  has  brought  forward  this  Bill, 
and  the  potent  assistance  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Staffordshire,  to  these  clauses 
which  it  is  my  intention  to  bring  forward 
as  absolutely  essential  to  the  justice  and 
impartiality  of  the  intended  measure. 

Viscount  Sandon  observed,  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  Bath  had  charged  those  on 
his  side  of  the  House  with  hypocrisy,  not, 
perhaps,  in  direct  terms,  but  by  "  im- 
plication/' He  could  not  help  saying, 
that  there  was  as  intolerant  a  spirit  on 
the  part  of  some  hon.  Members  of  that 
House  against  religious  observances  as  any 
intolerance  of  bigotry  exhibited  by  any 
former  Parliament.  This  was  a  question 
which  was  not  to  be  met  by  ribaldry  and 
abuse,  but  was  one  the  decision  of  which 
was  looked  to  with  the  greatest  anxiety 
by  the  middle  and  lower  classes  of  the 
country.  The  hon.  Member  for  Bath  ap- 
peared to  lose  sight  of  the  distinction 
between  works  of  necessity  and  acts  which 
obviously  desecrated  the  Sabbath. 

The  House  divided  on  the  original 
question:  Ayes  200;  Noes  82: — Ma- 
jority 118. 


List  of 

Acheson,  Lord  Visct. 
Abager,  Captain 
Alston,  R. 
Archdall,  M. 
Ashley,  Lord 
Astley»  Sir  J. 
Bailey,  J. 
BaiUie,  H.  D. 
Baines,  £. 
Balfour,  T. 
Barclay,  C. 

Ban»rd|  £,  O. 


the  Ayes. 

Barneby,  J. 
Beckett,  rt.  hon.  Sir  J. 
Bell,  Matthew 
Bethell,  R. 
Bewes,  T. 
Blackbume,  I. 
Blackstone,  W.  S. 
Boldero,  H.  G. 
Boiling,  W. 
Bonham,  R.  F. 
Borthwick,  P. 
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Brodie.W.B. 
BrolhertoD.  J. 
Brsee,  Lord  £. 
BntoCy  C«Itf.GL 
Braeo,  F. 
Boiler,  Sir  J.  Y. 
Burrell,  Sir  C. 
Calcraft,  J.  H. 
Campbell,  Sir  J. 
Canning,  rt  hn.  Sir  S. 
Cartwripht,  W.  R. 
(Cavendish,  hon.  6.  H. 
Chandos,  Idarqaess  of 
Cbicheeter,  A. 
CUve,  boo.  R.  H. 
Colborne,  N.  W.  R. 
Compton,  H.  C. 
Conoily,  £.  M. 
Corbelt,  T.  G. 
Corry,  rt.  hoD'  U* 
Crewe,  Sir  G. 
DarliogtoD.  Earl  of 
Dick,  Q. 

Dowdeswell,  Wm. 
Duffield,  T. 
Dugdale,  W.  S. 
Duncombe,  hon.  W. 
Dtinlop,  J. 
Eastnor,  Lord  Visct. 
Eaton,  R.  J. 
Egerton,  Sir  P. 
Egerton,  Lord  F. 
Elley,  Sir  J. 
Elwes,  J.  P. 
Estcourt,  T. 
£stcourt,T. 
Fector,  J.  M. 
Fielden,  W. 
Ferguson,  rt.  hn,  R.  C. 
Finch, G. 
Folkes,  Sir  W. 
Follet,  Sir  W. 
Forbes,  W. 
Forster,  C.  S. 
Gladstone,  T. 
Gladstone,  W.  £. 
Glynne,  Sir  & 
Gordon,  R. 
Goulburn,  rt.  hont  H. 
Graham,  rt.  hn.  Sir  J. 
Grant,  hon.  Col. 
Hale,  R.  B. 
Ualford,  U. 
Hall,  B. 
Handley,  H. 
Harcourt,  G.  O. 
Hardy,  J, 
Hawkes,  T. 
Hawkins,  J.  H. 
Hay,  Sir  John 
Heathcote,  G.  J. 
Henniker,  Lord 
Hindley,  C. 
Hogg,  J.  W 
Hope,  James 
JacKson,  Mr.  Sexgeaat 
JerviSjJobn 


Ingham,  R, 
Inglis,  Sir  R.  H. 
Johnstone,  Sir  J. 
Johnstone^  J.  J.  H. 
Johnston,  Andrew 
Jones,  W. 
Jono,  T. 
Kerrison,  Sir  E. 
Lanton,  W.  G. 
Lawson,  Andrew 
Leferre,  C.  S. 
Lefroy,  right  hon.  T* 
Lennox,  Lord  G, 
Lennox,  Lord  A. 
Lewis,  D. 
Lincoln,  Earl  of 
Dster,  £.  C. 
Longfield,  R. 
Lopes^  Sir  R. 
Lucas,  E. 
Lushington,  C. 
Lygon,  hon.  Colonel 
Mackenzie,  S. 
Maclean,  D. 
Mahon,  Lord  Vise. 
Marsland,  T. 
Martin,  J. 
Mathew,  G.  B. 
Maunsell,  T.  P. 
Meynell,  Captain 
Miles,  W. 
Mordaunt,  Sir  J. 
Morgan,  C.  M.  R« 
Morpeth,  Lord  Visct. 
Neeld,  J. 
Ossulston,  Lord 
Packe,  C.  W. 
Paget,  F. 
Palmer,  R. 
Parker,  M. 
Parry,  Sir  L.  P.  J. 
Patten,  J.  W. 
Peel,  E. 

Peel,  right  hon.  W.  Y. 
Pelham,  hon.  C.  A. 
Pendarves,  E.  W.  W. 
Perceval,  Colonel 
Plumptre,  J.  P. 
Plunket,  hon.  R.  £• 
Folhill,  F. 

Pollington,  Lord  Vise. 
Pollock,  Sir  F. 
Powell,  Colonel 
Praed,  W.  M. 
Pringle,  A. 
Pusey,  P. 
Reid,  Sir  J.  R. 
Rice,  right  hoD.  T.  S. 
Richards,  J. 
Rickford,  W. 
Ridley,  Sir  M.  W. 
Rolfe,  Sir  R.  M. 
Ross,  C. 

Rushbiooke,  Colonel 
Russell,  C. 
Russell,  Lord  John 
Byle,JohQ 


Sandoo,  Lord  Visct. 
Sandfbrdy  E.  A. 
Scott,  Sir  E.  D. 
Scott,  J.  W; 
Scrope^  G.  P. 
Sheppard,  T. 
Smithj  A. 
Smyth,  Sir  H. 
Somerset,  Lord  C. 
Stanley,  £.  J. 
Steuart,  R. 
Stewart,  Sir  M.S. 
Start,  H.  C. 
Thomas,  Colonel 
Trevor,  hon.  A. 
Trevor,  hon.  G.  R. 
Troubridge,  Sir  E.  T. 
Tynte,  C.  K. 
Tyrrell,  Sir  J.  T. 
Vere,  Sir  C.  a 
Vesey,  hon.  T. 
Vivian,  J.  H. 
Vivian,  J.  E. 


Vyyyan,  Sir  R. 
Walker,  R. 
Wall,  C.  B. 
Waltcr,J 
Wbitmore,  T.  G. 
Wiibraham,  hon.  B. 
Wilde,  Mr.  Sergeant 
Williams,  R. 
Williams,  Sir  J. 
Wilmot,  Sir  J.  E. 
Wilson,  H. 
Winnington,  SirT. 
Winnington,  H.J. 
Wodehoose,  £• 
Wortley,  hon.  J.  S. 
Wrighlson,  W.  B. 
Yorke,  E.  T. 
Yonng,  G-  F. 
Young,  Sir  W. 

TELLEBS. 

Agnew,  Sir  A. 
Mosley.  Sir  O. 
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Aglionby,  H.  A. 
Attwood,  T. 
Baldwin,  Dr. 
Benett,  J. 
Bentinck,  Lord  W. 
Bish,T. 
Bowes,  J. 
Bowring,  Dr. 
Brady,  D.  C. 
Bnlwer,  H.  L. 
Bulwer,  £•  L. 
Batler,  hon.  P* 
Cave,  R.  O. 
Chapman,  L. 
Churchill,  Lord  C. 
Cowper,  hon.  W.  F. 
Crawford,  W.  S. 
Crawley,  S. 
Dalmeny,  Lord 
Davenport,  J. 
Duncombe,  hon.  A. 
Elphinstone,  H. 
Evans,  G. 
Fellowes,  hon.  N. 
Fergusson,  Sir  R, 
Fielden,  J. 
Fort,  J. 
Gaskell,  D. 
Grote,  G. 
Gully,  J. 
Harland,  W.  C. 
Harvey,  D.  W. 
Hawes,  B. 
Hector,  C.  J* 
Hodges,  T.  T. 
Hoimnan,  £. 
Howard,  P.  H. 
Hume,  J. 
Hutt,  W. 
Leader,  J.  T* 
Loch|  J, 


Lynch,  A.  H. 
M'Namara,  M^jor 
Maijoribanks,  S. 
Marshall,  W. 
Marsland,  H 
Methuen,  P. 
Molesworth.  Sir  W. 
Nagle,  Sir  R. 
O'Connell,  D. 
aConnell,  J. 
0*Connell,  M. 
G*Connor,  Don 
Oliphant,  L. 
Palmer,  General 
Pattison,  J. 
Philips,  M. 
Potter,  R. 
Power,  J. 
Ramsbottom,  J. 
Rippon,  C. 
Roche,  W. 
Roebuck,  J.  A» 
Rundle,  J. 
Ruthven,  £. 
Scholefield,  J. 
Sheldon,  £.  R.  C. 
Speirs,  A. 
Stnitt,  E. 
Stuart,  V. 
Tancred,  H.  W. 
Thompson,  Colonel 
Thorneley,  T. 
Tulk,  C.  A. 
Wakley.  T. 
Walpole,  Lotd 
Warbuton,  H.      . 
Wemyw,  Captain 
Westenta,  bon.  H«  R.  ] 
While,  S. 
Williamson,  Sir  H. 
WyoD,  rt,  boo.  C.  W, 
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Mr.  Gisborne 


FOR* 

Ur.  Took«. 
Leare  given. 


TELLERS. 

Mr.  Ewart. 
Paired 

AGAINST. 

Mr.  Divett 


Fairs  and  Markets.]  Sir  Andrew 
Agnew  moved  for  leave  to  bring  la  a 
Bill  tp  transfer  the  markets  now  held  on 
Saturdays  and  Mondays  to  other  days  in 
the  week. 

Dr.  Bowring  objected  to  the  introduc- 
tioQ  of  a  measure  of  such  importance 
without  due  notice. 

Mr.  Pease  thought  the  measure  would 
be  most  beneficial,  and  it  should  be  re- 
collected, that  the  power  to  alter  these 
iairs  and  markets  would  be  placed  in  the 
hands  of  the  Magistrates. 

Mr.  Warburton  objected  to  the  Bill, 
which  would  go  to  alter  the  charters  of 
most  of  the  corporations  of  England. 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
thought,  that  the  hon.  Baronet  did  not 
deal  fairly  with  the  House,  for  he  ob- 
tained leave  to  bring  ii^  one  measure  and 
he  proposed  two.  The  second  bill  went  to 
change  Saturday's  and  Monday's .  fairs 
and  markets.  To  such  a  proposition,  he 
must  most  decidedly  object,  as  one 
which  would  tend  to  introduce  the  ut- 
most confusion  and  disorder  in  the  in- 
ternal trade  of  the  country.  He  must 
also  observe,  that  the  hon.  Baronet  would 
be  apt  greatly  to  prejudice  his  other 
measure,  when  it  was  found,  that  in  this 
he  had  gone  so  much  beyond  anything 
which  could  have  been  expected  from  the 
previous  discussion.  He  had  no  objection 
to  let  the  matter  stand  as  a  notice,  in  order 
to  its  full  and  fair  discussion;  but  he 
could  not  consent  to  a  postscript,  which, 
like  other  postscripts,  contained  the  most 
important  part  of  the  communication. 
Let  the  House  have  due  notice  of  the 
matter,  and  he  should  have  no  objection 
to  its  fall  discussion. . 

Sir  Andrew  Agnew  begged  leave  to 
withdraw  his  motion. 

Mr.  Harvey  considered,  that  the  hon. 
Baronet  had  no  right  to  withdraw  his 
motion  without  the  leave  of  the  House, 
and  he  would  prefer,  that  the  House 
should  come  to  some  decision  on  it  at 
present.  It  appeared  to  him,  that  the 
objection  which  had  been  raised  against 
this  motion,  savoured  much  of  the  hypo- 
my   which  some  hon.  Membari  bad 


talked  of  with  reference  to  measures  of 
this  description.  For  his  own  part,  he 
objected  to  this  on  the  same  ground  that 
he  opposed  the  last  measure,  that  wssi 
because  he  thought  it  much  better  to 
leave  the  question  of  the  due  Observance 
of  the  Sabbath  to  the  moral  influence  of 
improved  education;  and  it  excited  his 
surprise,  that  the  right  hon.,  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer,  who  voted 
for  the  last  measure,  should  oppose  this* 
If  the  observance  of  the  Sabbath  must  be 
enforced  by  legislative  enactment,  the 
principle  upon  which  those  who  supported 
the  last  motion  voted, — then  let  every 
other  consideration  give  way,  and  let  that 
observance  be  strictly  enforced.  But  it 
did  appear  very  like  that  vice  to  which 
he  alluded  in  the  outset— that  hon.  Mem- 
bers should  support  one  measure  for 
enforcing  the  observance  of  the  Sabbath, 
and  object  to  another  which  had  the  same 
object,  merely  because  it  might  interfere 
with  their  temporal  concerns.  As  long 
as  the  proposition  was  an  abstract  one, 
and  did  not  interfere  with  private  inter- 
ests, religion,  of  course,'  was  to  be  re- 
spected ;  but  the  moment  it  touched  fairs 
or  markets,  it  then  became  a  question 
between  cattle  and  Christianity,  in  which 
the  interests  of  the  latter  must  of  course 
give  way.  This  shewed  the  total  ab- 
surdity of  any  legislation  on  the  subject. 
To  what  purpose  was  it,  he  asked,  that 
3.000,000/.  were  annually  expended  in 
the  payment  of  a  spiritual  police  to 
arrest  and  check  the  progress  of  vice  and 
immorality,  if  after  alt  this  expenditure,  it 
was  necessary  to  resort  to  coercive  legis- 
lation, in  order  to  make  men  religious? 
He  was,  he  repeated,  opposed  to  all  mea** 
sures  of  this  description;  but  upon  the 
grounds  on  which  the  hon.  Member  sup- 
ported the  last  motion,  he  must  say,  if 
the  religious  principle  was  a  good  one, 
let  it  not  be  interfered  with  by  the 
number  of  cattle  which  might  be  sold 
at  Smithfield  or  Islington  on  certain 
days. 
Motion  withdrawn. 

Carlow  Electiok. — ^Miu  O'Coir- 
HELL.^  Mr.  Hardy  said,  it  was  not  then 
necessary  to  advert  to  tKe  .considerations 
which  led  him  to. bring  forward  the  sub- 
ject of  the  Carlow  election  on  a  former 
occasion  ;  that  they  fully  justified  his 
doing  sO|  it  was  not  requisite  for  him  to 
show ;  neither  did  he  feel  the  least  qgcs^ 
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aion  for  troubling  the  House  at  any  great 
length  in  eicusing  himself  for  again  bring- 
ing it  under  their  consideration.  He  was 
told,  that  the  present  step  on  his  part  was 
an  attempt  to  try  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Dublin  twice.  He  denied 
the  truth  of  that  assertion  altogether ;  it 
was  no  such  thing.  When  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Ipswich  said  he  should  be  afforded 
an  opportunity  of  bringing  the  subject 
forward,  he  rather  imagined  that,  in  giving 
the  intimation,  the  hon.  Member  did  not 
altogether  wish  the  question  to  be  raised. 
He  could  hardly  receive  that  advice  with 
much  confidence  in  its  sincerity,  for  he 
did  not  expect  the  support  of  that  hon. 
Member,  and  when  he  heard  him  holding 
such  language  he  could  not  refrain  from 
saying, 

"— -<•  timeo  Danaos  et  dona  ferentes." 

He  repeated,  that  he  was  not  going  to  try 
the  question  twice.  Before  the  subject 
had  ever  been  brought  under  the  notice 
of  Parliament,  when  the  discussion  of  it 
went  on  merely  out  of  doors,  when  as  it 
then  was  the  subject  of  conversation  in 
almost  every  circle,  he  said,  that  if  nobody 
else  did,  he  should  direct  to  it  the  atten- 
tion of  the  House  of  Commons.  He 
made  a  motion  accordingly,  a  Committee 
was  appointed,  and,  as  the  House  must 
recollect,  they  entered  upon  the  inquiry 
and  made  their  Report.  Now,  if  he  un- 
derstood that  Report — and  it  was  couched 
in  very  plain  language — he  should  say, 
that  it  called  the  attention  of  the  House 
to  certain  points  in  the  inquiry  which 
would  form  a  sufficient  justification  for 
his  adopting  the  present  proceeding,  and 
an  abundant  foundation  upon  which  to 
rest  the  first  of  his  resolutions.  The  third 
paragraph  of  that  report  is  in  these  words : — 

"  It  appears  that  Mr.  O'Connell  addressed 
a  letter,  bearing  date  the  1st  of  June,  1835, 
to  Mr.  Raphael,  in  which  an  agreement  for 
Mr.  Raphael's  return  for  the  county  of  Carlow 
for  2,000/.  was  concluded*  Your  Committee 
cannot  help  observing  that  the  whole  tone 
and  tenour  of  this  letter  were  calculated  to 
excite  much  suspicion  and  grave  animadver- 
sion; but  they  must  add,  that  upon  a  very 
careftil  investigation  it  appeared  that  previous 
conferences  and  communications  had  taken 
place  between  Mr.  Raphael,  Mr.  Vigors,  and 
other  persons  connected  with  the  county  of 
Carlow,  and  that  Mr.  O^Connell  was  acting 
on  this  occasion  at  the  expressed  desire  of 
Mr.  Raphael,  and  was  only  the  medium  be- 
tween Mr.  Raphael  and  Mr.  Vigors  and  the 
PoMtical  Club  at  Carlow." 


If  the  House,  then,  adopted  the  same 
view  of  this  part  of  the  subject  as  the 
Committee,  they  must  agree  with  him  in 
thinking  that  he  had  laid  a  sufficient 
ground  for  his  first  resolution.  From  the 
Report  it  most  distinctly  appeared  that  the 
traffic  alleged  to  have  taken  place,  had 
actually,  by  the  finding  of  the  Committee, 
been  carried  on  between  the  parties.  The 
Committee  set  it  down  as  a  matter  proved, 
that  there  had  been  an  agreement  entered 
into  and  concluded  between  Mr.  Raphael 
and  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Dublin.  The  House  had  now  before  them 
evidence  of  the  payment  and  receipt  of 
2,000/.  I**  No,  nor]  It  was  a  fact  which 
could  not  be  disproved,  and  if  the  cir- 
cumstances under  which  that  payment 
and  receipt  were  made  did  not  render  it  a 
breach  of  privilege,  he  had  yet, to  learn  in 
what  that  offence  consisted.  It  was  im- 
possible that  the  House  should  stop  there, 
with  the  Report  of  its  own  Committee  be- 
fore it,  in  which  there  was  the  distinct 
finding,  that  the  sale  of  a  seat  had  been 
concluded  between  Mr.  Raphael  and  a 
Member  of  that  House.  Any  man  who 
entertained  the  shadow  of  a  doubt  upon 
the  subject  might  be  fairly  called  on  to 
answer  this  question — whether  Mr.  Ra- 
phael ever  would  have  had  a  seat  in  that 
House  but  for  the  traffic  and  agreement 
between  him  and  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Dublin?  He  should  now 
proceed  to  call  attention  to  such  parts  of 
the  evidence  as  bore  out  the  paragraph  of 
the  Report  he  had  read  to  the  House,  as 
well  as  those  other  parts  which  might  be 
necessary  for  establishing  the  positions 
for  which  he  contended.  In  the  first 
place,  he  should  refer  hon.  Members  to 
page  82  of  the  report,  question  1,557,  in 
which  Mr.  Vigors  says,  "  I  acquiesced  in 
the  justice  of  his  choice,  and  I  said,  that 
Mr.  O'Connell  was  exactly  the  man  to 
whom  I  should  wish  the  whole  matter  to 
be  submitted.  I  left  him  then  under  the 
impression  that  he  was  to  leave  the  whole 
matter  to  Mr.  O'Connell,  and  it  depended 
entirely  on  following  up  this  negotiation 
with  Mr.  O'Connell  whether  he  was  to  be 
our  candidate  or  not.'*  Here,  then,  the 
House  must  see  distinctly  that  Mr.  Ra- 
phael was  not  to  be  admitted  as  the  can- 
didate for  the  county  of  Carlow  unless  he 
succeeded  in  bringing  to  a  satisfactory 
result  the  proposed  negotiation  with  the 
all-powerful  person  to  whose  conduct  the 
whole  matter  waa  intrusted— till  Mr.  Ra* 


25 


Carlaw  Election'^ 


{ApRrL21} 


Mr.O'Cmin$tt. 


26 


phael  should  hare  concluded  with  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Dublin  no 
other  step  was  to  be  taken  ;  Mr.  Raphael 
was  to  be  no  candidate.     He  believed 
that  there  was  not  an  unprejudiced  and 
intelligent  man  in  this  country  who  would 
not  regard  that  as  a  corrupt  agreement^ 
and  as  one  calling  for  the  immediate  at- 
tention of  the  House,  because  it  was  vain 
to  talk  of  purity  of  election  so  long  as 
agreements  of  that  nature  were  entered 
upon,  concluded,  and  confirmed  by  the 
agency  of  Members  of  that  House.     In 
bringing  forward  the  present  motion,  he 
wished  it  to  be  distinctly  understood,  that 
he  did  not  propose  to  call  in  question 
the  main  features  of  the  Report.    No 
doubt,  the  motion  he  should  make,  as 
well  as  the  original  proceeding,  went  to 
affect  the  character  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Dublin ;   and,  certainly,  no- 
thing could  be  more  evident  than  that  it 
was  a  most  unpleasant  and  invidious  task 
to  take  any  step  affecting  private  or  indi- 
vidual character.    Those  who  were  called 
on  to  make  investigations  of  that  nature 
found  them  at  all  times  most  unpleasant, 
and  even  painful ;  but  of  course  those  who 
entered  upon  them  voluntarily  could  not 
be  supposed  to  suffer  similarly ;  but  there 
was  no  Member  of  the  Committee  who 
must  not  have  found  it  a  most  disagreeable 
thing  to  inquire  into  the  proceedings  and 
canvass  the  personal  conduct  of  any  one 
to  well  known  and  possessing  a  weight  so 
considerable  in  that  House  as  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Dublin.     To  return, 
however,  to  the  Report  of  the  Committee ; 
they  stated,  that  after  the  agreement  was 
concluded  there  still  remained,  and  he 
could  not  help  calling  the  attention  of  the 
House  particularly  to  this  remark — there 
still  was  that  upon  which  the  Committee 
''could  not  help  observing,  that  the  whole 
tone  and  tenour  of  the  letter  were  calcu- 
lated to  excite  much  suspicion  and  grave 
animadversion.     Such  was  the  opinion  of 
the  Committee,  and  it  did  appear  to  him 
that   the  House  would  be    disposed  to 
think  so  too.     He  would  ask,  had  the  sus- 
picion there  referred  to  been  removed? 
Did  there  not  still  remain  on  the  character 
of  that  hon.  Member  traces  as  foul  and 
corrupt  as  before  ?     It  might  be  disagree- 
able to  proceed  with  such  a  duty  as  that 
in  which  he  was  then  engaged,  but  he  did 
not  wish  to  aggravate  the  really  unpleasant 
nature  of  that  duty  by  allowing  it  to  be 
•opposed  that  he  meant  to  impute  to  the 


hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Dublin  his 
having  put  into  his  own  pocket  any  portion 
of  the  money  in  question.  But  was  not 
character  a  matter  of  the  very  highest  im- 
portance to  the  House  and  the  country, 
when  it  had  reference  to  an  individual 
possessing  the  power  to  negociate  for  the 
purchase  and  sale  of  seats  in  that  House, 
who  could  carry  county  elections,  and 
place  or  displace  Members  at  his  good 
pleasure  ?  The  hon.  and  learned  Member 
did  not  put  any  money  into  his  own  pocket, 
but  that  was  not  the  question.  It  was  of 
no  importance  to  the  public  into  whose 
pocket  the  money  went ;  the  real  question 
was  this — ^had  or  had  not  a  certain 
Member  of  that  House  been  the  agent 
through  whose  hands  a  certain  amount  of 
money  passed,  which  had  been  paid  in 
consideration  of  the  person  who  paid  it 
being  returned  to  sit  in  that  House  for  the 
county  of  Carlow?  The  Committee  in 
their  Report  stated,  that  there  were  grounds 
to  **  excite  much  suspicion  and  grave 
animadversion;"  and  then  they  came  in 
with  that  exceptive  conjunction  "but," 
and  they  spoke  of  previous  conferences, 
in  which  Mr.  Raphael,  Mr.  Vigors,  and 
others  took  part,  who  were  connected  with 
the  county  of  Carlow,  and  that  Mr. 
O'Connell  was  acting  upon  this  occasion 
at  the  expressed  desire  of  Mr.  Raphael. 
He  would  beg  to  put  the  case  thus  : — If 
A.  B.  received  a  bribe  paid  by  C.  D.,  and 
he  handed  over  the  bribe  to  a  third  party, 
knowing  at  the  time  the  object  for  which 
the  bribe  was  given  and  received,  did  any 
portion  of  such  a  proceeding  alter  the 
original  nature  of  the  transaction,  or  purify 
the  individual  through  whom  the  bribe 
was  conveyed  from  the  corrupt  character 
which,  of  necessity,  attached  to  every 
part  of  the  transaction  ?  Could  the  cir- 
cumstance of  being  a  mere  agent  alter 
the  nature  of  any  such  negotiation  ?  He 
would  be  glad  to  know  if  there  were  any 
one  who  would  argue  that  the  agent  of  a 
transaction,  in  itself  corrupt,  was  free  from 
culpability  when  he  knew  the  character 
of  the  business  in  which  he  was  engaged, 
and  acted  with  a  full  knowledge  of  all  the 
circumstances.  As  to  the  Committee  and 
the  conduct  of  the  inquiry,  he  held,  that 
there  was  one  thing  perfectly  obvious — 
namely,  that  the  utmost  care  was  taken 
on  the  part  of  those  composing  that  Com- 
mittee, to  apply  themselves  to  the  charge 
of  pecuniary  turpitude  as  applicable  to  the, 
character  of  the  hon.  and  les^ ned  Mem- 
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ber  for  Dtiblis ;  bat,  in  ftct,  that  was  not 
the  qneation  really  submitted  to  that  Com- 
mittee,  aod  most  especially  was  it  not  the 
question  with  which  the  House  had  then 
to  deal  ?  He  would  repeat  over  and  over 
and  orer  again,  that  the  question  was  not 
whether  the  money  went  into  the  pocket 
of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Ihiblin 
or  not,  but  whether  the  money  was  ob- 
tained to  be  used  in  bribing  the  electors  of 
Carlow.  It  made  very  little  difference,  or 
none,  whether  the  party  accused  acted  as 
agent  or  as  the  original  party;  whether 
he  proceeded  in  the  matter  spontaneously, 
or  whether  he  was  invited  to  engage  in  the 
undertaking.  In  his  judgment,  there  was 
nothing  in  any  one  of  these  mere  incidents 
which  in  the  least  degree  affected  the  de- 
cision of  that  question  which  it  was  his 
purpose  to  submit  to  the  consideration  of 
the  House.  Nor  should  he,  in  estimating 
the  real  nature  of  the  transaction,  look  to 
mere  fugitive  declarations  of  parties  whose 
memory  was  not  much  to  be  trusted ;  he 
should  refer  to  authentic  documents — to 
letters  written  by  the  parties  with  perfect 
deliberation,  and  with  every  appearance  of 
having  been  advisedly  wiitten.  The  first 
of  these  letters  to  which  he  should  refer 
was  that  produced  by  Mr.  Vigors  before 
the  Committee.  Hon.  Members  would 
find  it  at  page  seventy-six  of  the  evidence, 
where  the  witness  was  asked — "  Did  you 
also  about  the  same  time,  November, 
1834,  receive  a  letter  from  Mr.  0*Con- 
nell,  and  is  that  the  letter  ?  I  received 
this  letter  from  Mr.  0*Connell  two  days 
after  its  date."  A  letter,  dated  26th  of 
November,  1834,  was  delivered  in  and 
read  as  follows : — 

"  My  dear  Vigors,— We  are  all  bustle,  pre- 
paring to  fight  the  Tories  in  all  the  counties 
and  boroughs.  Carlow  coanty  interests  you 
more  immediately.  Wallace  and  Blakeney 
know  they  will  not  answer.  The  honest  men 
then  suggest  Mr.  Ponsonby,  Lord  Duncannon's 
BOD,  and  Mr.  Raphael,  the  London  sheriff. 
Will  you  call  on  Lord  Duncaonon  on  the  busi- 
ness ?  I  wrote  to  him  to  say  I  would  ask  you 
to  do  so.  First,  to-morrow  you  should  see 
Mr.  Raphael,  and  ascertain  whether  or  not  be 
would  stand.  We  could  secure  him  the  county 
at  an  inconsiderable  expense— say,  for  the 
very  utmost,  3,000/.  You  can  tell  him  that  I 
will  be  one  of  the  guarantees  of  bis  success  if 
he  will  thus  come  forward  as  the  colleague  of 
Mr.  Ponsonby.  Let  me  know,  without  delay, 
whether  there  will  be  any  chance  of  effecting 
this  plan. 

^  Believe  me  always,  my  dear  Vigors,  yours 
tfiost  faithfully, 


By  this  letter  fuU  authoritj  was  givea 
by  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Dublin  to  Mr.  Vigors  to  call  on  Mr. 
Raphael,  aod  so  far  from  being  ignorant 
of  what  he  was  about,  and  so  far  from 
acting  as  the  instrument  of  Mr.  Vigors, 
he  was  the  actual  director  of  that  gentle- 
man. Then  it  further  appeared  from  the 
evidence,  that  Mr.  Charles  Pearson,  a  re- 
spectable solicitor  in  the  city,  who  was 
under- sherilf  when  Mr.  Raphael  filled  the 
office  of  Sheriff  of  London — that  gentle- 
man suggested  that  the  application  re- 
specting the  county  of  Carlow  should  at 
once  be  made  to  the  fountain  head — the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Dublin,  who 
in  consequence,  it  was  to  be  presumed,  of 
some  such  application,  addressed  a  letter 
to  Mr.  Pearson,  dated  Merrion-square, 
Dublin,  December  2,  1834,  and  which 
hon.  Members  would  find  at  page  sixty- 
nine  of  the  Report. 

The  letter  proceeds  as  follows  >- 

**  My  dear  Sir,**I  agree  with  you  entirely, 
in  thinking  that  it  would  be  extremely  desii!^ 
ble  to  have  Mr.  Raphael  in  Parliament,  I  had 
already  been  apprised  that  he  intimated  re* 
cently  a  desire  to  be  so ;  and  indeed  I  believe 
it  the  more  readily  because  he  some  two  or 
three  years  ago  told  me  as  mach.  Fortunately, 
as  I  hope,  there  is  now  quite  a  suitable  oppor- 
tunity :  Carlow  Coanty  is  likely  to  be  deserted 
by  its  present  Members,  and  we  are  threatened 
by  two  powerful  Conservatives.  You  will  be 
glad  to  hear  that,  even  before  I  got  your 
letter,  I  wrote  to  Mr.  Vigors,  suggesting  Mr. 
Raphael  as  a  likely  person  to  coalesce  with 
young  Ponsonby,  Lord  Duncannon's  son,  and 
by  that  means  secure  the  return  of  both,  for 
both  must  embark,  if  at  all,  on  the  same  bot» 
tom.  My  present  impression  is,  that  with 
Ponsonby 's  popularity  and  our  recommenda«* 
tion  of  Mr.  Raphael,  success  is  to  the  last 
degree  probable.  I  wish  you  would  see  Mr, 
Vigors  on  this  subject.  He  lives  near  the  Bo« 
tanic  Gardens ;  you  will  find  his  address  in  the 
Directory,  I  will  write  again  by  this  post  to 
Carlow,  and  get  an  exact  return  of  the  coostU 
tuencT,  divided  into  good,  bad,  and  doubtful ; 
and  if  I  find  that  the  good  exceed  the  other 
two,  then  we  will  proceed.  But  money  is 
necessary.  About  3,000/.— say  ZfiOOi  at  the 
utmost,  would  cover  all  expenses.  I  will  not 
have  Mr.  Raphael  stand  unless  I  can  ensure 
two  things  for  him :  first,  that%  the  expenses 
shall  not  exceed  that  sum ;  and  secondly,  that 
he  will  certainly  be  returned.  You  may,  of 
course,  rely  on  it,  that  there  shall  be  no  spe. 
culation.  At  present,  I  believe  that  the  return 
can  be  made  certain,  but  I  will  not  pledge 
myself  without  further  information.  Let  me 
know  how  Mr.  Raphael  relishes  my  proposal 
to  join  Mr.  Pdnsonby,  who  has  considerable 
local  interest,  and  to  go  u  far  as  ZfiOOt*  to 
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■cMTTj  ihe  eleetion*  Th«  principal  expense  m\\ 
be  to  indemnify  tenanU  who  vote  against 
their  landlord's  wishes.  They  may  want  from 
one  year  to  half  a-year*s  rent.    The  greater 

fart  will  only  be  a  loan)  and  will  be  repaid, 
t  will  not  also  be  required  till  after  the  elec- 
tion, and  will  be  unconnected  with  any  pre- 
Tions  stipulation.  The  tenants  who  vote  for 
tis  thus  will  expect  that  the  gentlemen  who 
compose  the  local  Committee,  should  prevent 
their  landlords  from  ruining  them  by  sudden 
demands,  at  periods  when  the  Irish  farmer  has 
nothing  to  sell.  But  the  entire  of  these  ad- 
vances and  all  other  expenses  not  to  exceed 
3,000/.  I  have  mentioned  in  reply  to  your 
answer  to  this,  I  will  give  you  precise  and 
positive  terms,  and  even  then  you  shall  be  at 
liberty  to  retract.  Believe  me  to  be,  my  dear 
Bit,  very  faithfully  yours, 

"  Daitisl  O'Connell." 
"  C.  Pearson,  Esq." 

He  begged  the  House  to  observe  that 
the  writer,  in  the  first  paragraph  of  his 
letter,  speaks  of  having  had  communica- 
tions with  Mr.  Raphael  two  or  three  years 
before — namely  in  1832  or  1833,  on  the 
snbject  of  getting  into  Parliament,  a  state- 
ment utterly  at  variance  with  representa- 
tions made  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  on  otiier  occasions,  a  proof  that 
his  memory  was  not  very  accurate  as  to 
remote  periods  of  time,  and  that  when  he 
said  he  never  had  had  any  communications 
with  Mr.  Raphael  till  the  summer  of  1835, 
his  letters  were  more  to  be  relied  upon 
than  any  fugitive  declarations  which  he 
might  make  in  any  of  his  species.  Did 
he  (Mr.  Hardy)  mean  to  impute  to  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  that  knowingly 
he  misstated  the  fact?  No,  his  object 
merely  was  to  show,  that  in  all  cases  his 
memory  was  not  to  be  relied  upon ;  it 
proved  too  that  people  in  giving  their  tes- 
timony even  were  not  as  fully  to  be  be- 
lieved, as  when  coo),  deliberate  and  col- 
lected, they  sat  down  in  their  closets  to 
state  accurately,  if  they  ever  did  so  at  all, 
the  facts  which  they  wished  to  communis 
cmte.  Now,  to  return  to  the  terms  of  this 
letter,  according  to  it,  provision  was  to 
be  made  for  liquidating  the  arrears  of  cer- 
tain tenants  who  might  incur  the  displea- 
sure of  their  landlords  by  voting  against 
tbeir  wishes.  Did  any  hon.  Member  sup- 
pose that  there  was  the  least  intention  of 
proceeding  to  the  election  without  its 
being  made  well  known  to  those  tenantry 
that  diere  existed  a  fund  out  of  which,  so 
icon  as  the  election  was  over,  they  would 
be  supplied  with  the  means  of  discharging 
their  Arrears  X  And  the  fact  of  that  know* 


ledge  being  communicated,  and  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  being  privy  to  the 
whole,  constituted  in  his  opinion  a  gross 
breach  of  the  privileges  of  that  House. 
At  page  120  or  the  Report  they  would 
find  in  question  2,167  that  Mr.  Vigors  was 
asked  "  Was  any  part  of  it  (the  money) 
to  be  applied  to  the  expenses  of  the  peti- 
tion by  which  Messrs.  Bruen  and  Kava- 
nagh  had  been  unseated,  their  election 
having  been  declared  void  ? — At  the  period 
in  which  I  went  to  Ireland,  during  the 
election,  I  had  not  the  slightest  idea 
that  any  portion  of  that  money  was  to  be 
applied  to  a  subsequent  petition.  In  that 
point  I  found  that  Mr.  O'Connell  had  ex- 
ceeded my  instructions,  and  it  was  at  a 
subsequent  period,  at  the  period  which  I 
now  refer  to,  at  that  meeting  in  which 
Mr.  O'Connell  read  to  me  those  condi- 
tions for  the  first  time,  was  I  aware  that 
the  petition  was  mentioned.  I  immedi- 
ately acquiesced  in  it.  I  mentioned  that 
it  had  exceeded  what  I  thought  was  the 
understanding  between  us,  but  I  had  no 
objection  to  it  in  the  world,  particularly 
as  the  petition  was  then  actually  pending; 
but  previously  to  this,  in  my  coramunica* 
tion  to  the  electors  of  Garlow,  I  had  men. 
tioned  that  the  second  1,000/.  was  to  go 
to  the  county  purposes,  which  in  my 
understanding  was  the  object  of  it."  If  the 
House  would  be  at  the  trouble  of  com- 
paring the  statements  contained  in  the 
foregoing  answer  with  the  acts  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Dublin,  they 
would  see,  that  so  far  from  abiding  by  the 
instructions  of  Mr.  Vigors  he  threw  his 
principal  completely  overboard,  assumed 
all  the  responsibility  and  authority  himself, 
and,  in  fact,  ceased  to  be  an  agent,  not  that 
that  was  necessary  to  implicating  him  in  a 
breach  of  privilege.  Then  it  could  not  be 
forgotten  that  on  other  occasions  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  took  the  whole 
matter  upon  himself,  saying  "  Refer  all 
to  me."  Again  he  says,  "  I  will  make  all 
the  pecuniary  arrangements.''  He  begged 
attention  to  another  part  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member's  correspondence, 
where  he  tells  Mr.  Raphael  that  if  any 
one  was  to  be  returned,  he  was  to  be  that 
fortunate  individual,  which  was  completely 
dismissing  the  claims  of  poor  Mr.  Vigors, 
and  disposing  of  the  people  of  Carlow,  as 
though  he  had  the  most  undoubted  right 
to  deal  with  their  feelings  and  privileges 
as  he  might  think  proper.  He  declared 
that  there  could  be  no  filter  man  than 
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Mr.  Raphael,  and  he  must  be  retnnied  al 

all  events.     Was  that  treating  Mr.  Vigors 

as  his  principal  ?     Could  any  man  in  his 

senses  doubt  that  such  a  proceeding  was 

in   effect  a  baigain,    and  that  the  two 

parties  to  it  were  the  Member  for  Dublin 

and  Mr.  Raphael?    On  this  the  Com« 

roittee  saw  just  ground  for  suspicion  and 

animadversion,  and  then  they  qualify  with 

the  word  **  but,"  as  Shakespeare  said — 

But  yet  18  as  a  gaoler  to  bring  forth 
Some  Qonstroos  male&ctor. 

He  thought  he  had  now  fully  established 
the  fact,  that  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  Dublin  had  .acted  as  a  principal, 
even  against  Mr.  Vigors,  who  amongst  his 
tenantry  could  reckon  on  seventy  votes  of 
his  own,  and  who  was  intimately  connected 
with  the  county ;  he  thought,  too,  that 
whether  as  agent  or  principal,    he  had 
fully  established  the  truth  of  his  first 
assertion,  that  the  act  as  respected  all  the 
parties  concerned,  was  a  flagrant  breach  of 
the  privileges  of  that  House.     One  of  the 
parties  to  Uiat  breach  of  privilege  was  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Dublin,  who 
said,  in  his  letter  to  Mr.  Raphael,  "  If  only 
one  Liberal  can  be  returned  for  Carlow, 
you  will  be  the  man."    But  it  made  little 
difference  whether  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  was,  the  agent  or  the  principal  in 
the  transaction  ;  the  question  was,  whether 
such  a  bargain  had   been  made?     Mr. 
Vigors  admitted  in  his  evidence,  that  his 
understanding  was,  that  a  portion  of  the  first 
1,000/.  was  to  be  applied  to  the  payment 
of  the  expenses  incurred    in    unseating 
Messrs.  Bruen  and  Kavanagh.    Further, 
from  the  evidence  of  Mr.  Vigors,  it  ap- 
peared that  there  was  an  understanding 
that  the  whole  of  the  second  1 ,000/.  should 
be  placed  at  the  disposal  of  the  Carlow 
club  I  but  of  what  importance  was  that  to 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Dublin  ? 
he  was  not  responsible  to  Mr.  Vigors  or 
the  Carlow  club ;  he  cared  not  for  them, 
for  the  simple  reason  that  they  were  his 
instruments,  and  that  he  was  the  prime 
mover  in  the  whole  transaction.  He  begged 
permission  again  to  call  the  attention  of 
the  House  to  the  real   nature  of   this 
monstrous  a£fair.     From    the   evidence 
now  in  the  hands  of  Members  respecting 
the  Carlow  club,  and  the  application  of 
a    certain   sum   of   1,000/.    to    county 
purposes,  nothing  could  be  clearer  than 
this — that  any  tenant  who   from    want 
of  prudence,  or  want  of  honesty,  got  into 
arrear,  might  go  before  the  club  and  say. 


**!  shaD  be  tamed  ont  if  I  vote  against 
my  landlonl,  yon  most  be  prepared  to  pay 
a  year's  rent,  or  a  year  and  a-half  for  me^ 
or  yon  cannot  reckon  on  my  vote."    What 
a  system  was  that?    If  such  statements 
were  good  for  anything,  they  went  the  full 
length  of  establishing  bribery;  and  if  that 
deposit  of  IfiQOL  or  2,000/1  went  vrithout 
reprobation,  see  what  it  would  lead  to  ; 
why  to  nothing  less  than  the  establishment 
of  C(»iserTatiTe  dnbs,  who  would  say  to 
those    shopkeepers,    whom     the    priests 
threatened,  that  grass  should  grow  before 
their  doors.    "We  will  indemnify  you." 
Let  the  House  only  reflect  for  a  moment 
upon  the  practices  which  such  a  state  of 
things  must  introduce.  The  passing  of  the 
Reform  Act  would  then   most  justly  be 
viewed  as  a  subject  of  the  deepest  regret ; 
not  that  he  meant  for  a  moment  to  in- 
sinuate that  any  such  transactions  were  a 
legitimate  consequence  of  that  act,  quite 
the  contrary,  but  better  be  without  it  than 
lawfully,  or  unlawfully,  such  consequences 
should  ensne.     Formerly  they  had  to  com- 
plain that  boroughs  were  bought  and  sold, 
now  they  had  to  complain  of  nothing  less 
than  the  purchase  and  sale  of  whole  conn- 
ties.    Here  was  a  county  sold  to  a  Gentle* 
man,  who  never  would  have  had  a  seat  in 
that  House  were  it  not  for  such  bargain 
and  sale.     He  therefore  hesitated  not  to 
affirm,  that  the  whole  matter  demanded 
the  most  careful  and  attentive  considers* 
tion  from  the  House.    The  Committee, 
which  had  already  sat  upon  the  question, 
appeared  to  think  they  had  nothing  to  do 
but  to  clear  the  character  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Dublin  from  the  charge 
of  pecuniary  turpitude.     That  was  evident 
from  the  observation  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Bridport  who  talked  of  trying  a  man 
twice;  supposing    that    he     was    about 
to  bring  such  a  charge  against  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member.    He  did  not  intend 
to  do  so;  that  point  was  settled  by  the 
Report  of  the  Committee.     He  admitted 
that  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  had  not 
actually  retained  any  of  the  money ;  or,  he 
should  rather  sav,  kept  anv  of  it  to  him- 
self; becauie,  tnat  ho  had  retained  some 
of  the  money,  and  hnd  the  accommodation 
of  the  use  of  it,  was  as  nalpable  as  the 
light  of  day.     [OA,  oA.1     Wtint,  did  any 
one  doubt  that  fact  ?    Then  let  them  look 
to  the  Report.     He  was  not  about  to  allude 
to  evidence  which  was  produced  on  the 
part  of  the  prosecution — if  it  might  be  so 
called-*-but  to  that  which  was  brought 
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forward  in  support  of  the  defence.  One 
of  the  witnesses  produced  for  the  defence 
stated,  that  when  he  applied  to  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  the  balance,  he 
told  him,  that  his  money  was  in  Ireland, 
and,  therefore,  he  must  pay  him  in  long 
bills.  Now  only  a  few  days  before  this 
the  money  had  been  paid  into  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member's  own  hands,  in  cash. 
It  was  proved  that  he  paid  it  into  his 
bankers'  on  his  own  private  account. 
When  the  banker's  clerk  was  asked  to 
state  the  balance  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member's  private  account,  he  was  not 
permitted  to  answer,  an  objection  being 
taken  by  the  Counsel  who  conducted  the 
case  for  the  hon.  and  learned  Member, 
which  was  assented  to.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Member  then  said,  that  he  would 
put  his  private  account  into  Sir  Frederick 
Pollock's  hands;  and  he  did  so.  But  what 
was  it  ?  It  commenced  in  the  month  of 
June,  1835,  and  came  down  to  the  day 
before  that  on  which  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  produced  it.  [Mr.  0*ConneU, — 
*'  No,  noi"]  Was  that  denied  ?  Then  he 
would  turn  to  the  evidence  to  show  that 
his  statement  was  correct.  In  page  51  of 
the  Report  the  following  evidence  given  by 
Mr.  Little,  the  banker's  clerk,  appeared : — 

"  When  does  the  copv  of  the  account  begin 
that  yon  have  to-day? — It  begins  with  the 
month  of  June,  1835.  What  date  in  June  ?— 
The  3rd,  I  believe.^  And  down  to  what  time 
does  it  continue  ? — ^Till  yesterday." 

This  was  the  account  which  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  made  a  sort  of  parade  of 
when  he  put  it  into  the  hands  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Huntingdon. 
That  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  examined 
it  with  great  delicacy,  and  then  in- 
formed the  Committee,  that  he  thought 
they  ought  to  look  at  it;  but  they  did 
not  do  so.  Now  it  was  very  important 
that  the  account  should  have  been 
examined.  It  would  be  recollected  that 
it  was  the  amendment  proposed  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Bridport,  and  not  the 
motion  which  he  (Mr.  Hardy)  made,  that 
directed  the  Committee  to  inquire  into 
the  application  of  the  money,  and  the 
circumstances  under  which  it  had  been 
received.  It  appeared  that  a  person  who 
represented  himself  to  be  an  agent,  re- 
ceived 2,000/.,  and  appropriated  it  to  his 
private  account^  he  being  in  arrears,  and 
by  that  means  saved  his  credit  with 
his  banker.  Was  not  that  a  most  important 
consideration?  The  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
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ber  had  accused  him  of  not  having,  when  on 
a  former  occasion  he  brought  this  subject 
under  the  consideration  of  the  House,  re- 
ferred to  his  defence,  which  was  contained 
in  a  letter  dated  the  oth  of  November  last. 
He  did  not  refer  to  that  letter,  for  this 
reason,  that  it  contained  matter  extraneous 
to  the  question  to  which  he  thought  the 
attention  of  the  House  ought  to  be  direct- 
ed— namely,  the  bargain  for  the  sale  of  a 
seat.  If,  however,  he  had  referred  to  the 
letter  in  question,  he  should  have  been 
unable  to  find  anything  which  would 
serve  the  hon.  and  learned  Member.  In 
that  letter  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
acknowledged  that  he  had  eulogised  Mr. 
Raphael  in  the  most  glowing  terms,  and 
recommended  him  to  the  electors  of  Car- 
low  as  the  most  fit  and  proper  person  to 
represent  them,  at  the  moment  when  his 
ears  were  yet  tingling  with  the  admonition 
that  he  was  a  "  faithless  creature,  who 
never  observed  any  contract.''  The  hon. 
and  learned  Member  upon  that  occasion, 
also  asked  him  why  he  had  not  referred 
to  Mr.  Vigors  ?  He  abstained  from  doing 
so,  because  it  did  not  bear  upon  the  case 
before  the  House  at  the  time.  In  that 
letter,  however,  Mr.  Vigors  stated  that 
the  whole  of  the  money  given  by  Mr. 
Raphael  to  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Dublin,  was  transmitted  to  Ireland, 
whereas  it  now  appeared  that  the  principal 
part  of  it  was  expended  in  England  in 
supporting  the  petition,  and  in  other  elec- 
tion expenses.  In  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman's  letter  of  the  6th  of  November, 
is  the  following  passage  : — 

''This  is  my  apology  for  having  recom- 
mended to  you  so  base  a  man  as  he  now  shows 
himself: — indeed,  at  present  he  is  a  creature 
so  paltry,  as  to  be  below  reproach.  Let  me 
give  you  just  this  specimen  of  this  man's  men<* 
dacity :— There  is  in  bis  publicatioo  (Mr. 
Baphaers)  this  passage— mark  the  hypocritical 
candour! — 'That  I  should  not  do  him  an  in- 
justice, it  is  fair  that  I  should,  in  conclusion, 
observe,  that  the  second  sum  of  1,000/.  has 
been  accounted  for,  by  his  paying  in  cash  350/. 
to  Mr.  Baker,  towards  the  law  charges,  and 
after  repeated  applications  made  for  the 
balance,  by  giving  him  a  bill  for  it  at  a  long 
date,  drawn  by  Mr.  O'Connell  himself,  on  the 
self-same  brewers  as  the  800/.  before  alluded 
to  was  drawn  for.'  Perhaps  there  never  were 
so  many  fidsehoods  stuffed  into  so  small  a 
space.  It  may  amuse  to  analyse  them — 1st. 
It  is  false  that  the  second  l^OOO/.  was  ac- 
counted for  in  the  way  stated.  This  is  a  pure 
invention — a  simple  falsehood." 

If  hon.  Gentlemen,  however,  would  take 
C 


/   ^ 


I  ,«#  ,<^*, 


r'jr»X'.i>r« 


ST 


«       •. 


lU.     tisrpifc^.  — ^  1.CZUUS  }  : 


^ . '     •     I         »»■     t    tJe. 


>        >•  •      V 


4<  w  <  .  .'        1  4  .   t   s/%       '«!         «4l         «<  i  '»•!  1 1       p«l       ii.»  • 


}     ' 


"  1  •  V  u. :  t'i  w  *  — n  ?      eiscm. 
»«!'    I     I'M*      iiet     QprraTt     -     u      am;* 
»•.«.*<!       toc      Hit      tf*     BrmuL  •♦  '  *  I*  ?  1  rKIL 

'^  I  Of.  t  Sit  I  «i«eifttti  u  t^raBBDBii  :  xii:  t^«B 

^r  ^.    »*trrU.'.u.I«.  1   U.  1  IK  t  St2* Q  XT' 7  mn- 


ar«oi  I  •*.*.. 


J*. 


•  «  <rf  < 


4  •.>^*>«.>^ 


M|'{«**vr  *tutt  ^ 


-  '  ^  •  W.J-  •'         4    4>     .       4W         *4»»  •f<.tA*t\>*  J    tli    '    i    • 

l.»t      ..V'    OCi^uiiU.        ^"^  iiO#«     Jj«*t.«::    o1     ev* 

«^'<ii .   i^a'    tc-  tut   luHf   to  (xt'Vt .  ttrd*  tu* 

^ui>  <jf  tin  iuoi»4iV  i»i.ii}  W  tilt'  liiMMa 
A  •a44UiiU4A  ♦*•  '<^n''»V*>  bvMi4  Mt  tiajii-  Ham 
i.i4»t    ^Ot.A'ii    bOKiA:    \i<     »'.       1^4.  J- i'/.t;».*»t«i 

l^,'VJ.t    *^4r      U>*>^    )A*J\f^     AUi«i<'Lv  4A»«4i<    Cik« 

^1^  ^^  li.K  M^vi  <<  ^  /.*/,f.  <//  w^  */y  j/iiy  'li« 

^;«»    *.v^   iA.i,    ^ij      -  • 

^  <<>.<«/     v>m4    I//    tfi^    i«v    <i«A.-  f:i^i4hty    |^if>i>fe««,  1 
*•   V\^-  wiiy  L-**  ul  )i    l«   IvW   ftf^j/jlod    l»  lU 


t<« .- 1:  xi'^iix't  i)»uua  i  oc  t  HBV'i  eee.i  aonvetiOC 
"  « i^.i  u*et*  \toui  !  uav'  ttte     .    inmui<  c 

^<"      I     u»'«.Td     1      use    tfi     ezpeioE    c    tft- 

f^iti.t/ 1  nun  T'  — it.«aa  :  mmAft-i  oo. 

a«<:ru«tit»«;     in;:  til*    tfiecDon  exceasf  ^-iirotil 

iti.  i;Ac«-*t  J  (»(H        A'   in     sam    nra-       tmiii. 

iiioti    vjit^Hr.   cuij^iucrabr    tiia*  sniL    irrlfi: 

itAputfe.      rrtrmauo:    ir 

iur .  Mit    t'  a    y^cf*'  t^ic  :  a 

tia.  V    ittv    tn    uw,   u!ru* 

»ifur'u;  ;    ixiftj-  tu    ueioand    daoLiit.  i<  'wi&i, 


ic:i:.     ir 
Qc  5i.  ■  hnniuH  l- 


«%p^iMi«>  o!  bi»  «ieettoi  witoii:  400^.  «k 

pi^svATitt  luat  $eentl€aMtt)  ham  thsnip  -bt' 
^u  was.  utttiitfeKm'  iri  #h.  Itantee;.  mv 
<»<tc.  uotuifi*:  II  tit  witl.  -tilt  crmauinint 
o*  ti/i  fin/ii^' .  and  wta  iiati  atwnyt  aau. 
tiift'  14*  fi'xvc*  wiiUii.  Uiwi-  arr*  tiim^  a-  iti 
v»ili  ti.    iiu'  it  »s^nui£L  ttm:  tut  Tepumttoi' 

«miH  Ui*'<wmrttti<i{'<H>m)iewiiar  tiifw-wnutt 

^um  tin*  ^-Hae  itpittMT.  %T.  Tisruff  :  hm  iT 
iiSM).  li^utiiiW^  «vok«d  to  fttnt  iiii£  ^nsti 
iKwvftKi  uy  -Cinr  |:»niCi»iiiia[i  in  aoMHor  ti)  tiv 
mu4«:;khii$  |»ut  iv  i.m^  ibev  muifi  £ii2 
«C4i«i(  i»t  A»tt»  «^  ititttt  vtDmipeac^iBd  vstt 

tk^.<:  Uvfu*^  WeivW  ibr  I>ui»l2ii  h»i  iie^ 
t>«  <  '^aA  *  w  ^^  h*i.     1%'/t.%  reflpoct  to  1^ 

«*fc»^  iif^  MUiwmif  q(i«ftioBbvtlieCwiof«r 
Wt^iiiz/ii  ^^ofnitf^^  before '  vfaidi  Mr. 
^^iS'^c  ^iiiv<i;  hif  iiriridence  oo  oitli. 
H'^uM  mtomM  6ml  the  folloirmg 
Hi  \t*i'/»  191  of  (he  evidence.  Hie  bos* 
Mtimimf  r«ti4  (lie  followiog  extract:— 

**  Y«Hi  w«r<t  •xtmiticf)  upon  your  oath  as  a 
wKimM  Mufn  tlitt  Carlow  Comoiitte*;  do 


87 


Octrtow  EUetion—'  { Arftii  21 } 


Mr.  O'CoMuU. 


38 


you  femember  that ;  were  yoa  examined,  and 
upon  oath  !-*•!  was  examined  certainly. 

"  And  upon  oath  ? — Upon  oath. 

'*  Will  you  tell  roe  whether  you  did  not 
giTe  the  following  answer  to  the  following 
question :  *  We  have  understood  that  all  the 

Seiitioners  are  shopkeepers,  and  men  of  that 
escription?*  that  is  tne  question;  was  this 
your  answer:  ^  Yes,  the  petitioners  are  men  of 
respectability  as  shopkeepers  and  tradesmen  in 
Carlo w  ?'^Ye8»  I  should  make  the  same  an- 
swer now. 

"Then  there  is  this  question:  'Do  they 
pay  the  expenses  of  this  discussion,  or  are 
they  indemnified  against  it  ?'  This  is  the  an- 
swer :  '  I  really  do  not  exactly  know  that ;  I 
believe  one  of  them  has  entered  into  a  recog- 
nisance ;  if  I  mistake  not,  I  saw  his  name.' 
Do  you  remember  giving  that  answer?-— I  do 
not  remember  the  answer^  but  I  suppose  it  is 
the  answer  that  I  gave. 

"  Now  I  beg  particularly  to  call  your  atten- 
tion to  this  third  question  and  answer :  '  Can 
you  tell  me  whether  they  are  to  pay,  or  whether 
they  are  indemnified  by  anybody?*  and  did 
not  you  give  this  answer,  '  I  know  nothing 
about  it  ?'  It  is  probable  that  I  gave  that 
answer ;  not  only  probable,  but  I  tale  it  for 
granted  that  1  did,  as  it  is  in  the  minutes. 

"  Now  I  ask  you  this  question,  did  you  not 
before  that  Carlow  Committee  represent  that 
you  had  nothing  to  do  with  the  expenses,  vou 
were  then  a  witness  ?—  Not  that  I  know  of;  I 
do  not  think  that  I  was  asked  the  question ;  I 
only  know,  that  I  had  made  myself  responsible 
to  Mr.  Baker,  the  agent,  for  the  expenses,  and 
if  I  was  asked  the  question  I  should  have  an« 
swered  it  directly;  the  sureties  are  merely 
matter  of  form,  and  entering  into  recognisance 
I  know  nothing  about,  I  was  not  aware  of 
what  the  terms  were;  but  J  was  perfectly 
cognisant  at  the  time  that  those  individuals 
would  not  have  been  called  upon,  or  if  they 
were,  pro  format  called  upon,  that  the  expense 
would  ultimately  fall  upon  myself. 

"  Then  how  came  you  to  state  in  answer  to 
the  question,  *  Can  you  tell  me  whether  they 
were  to  pay  or  whether  they  are  indemnified 
by  any  body  T  I  know  nothing  about  it.*— 
Because  I  know  nothing  about  their  being 
called  upon,  pro  forma:,  to  pay,  or  having  in- 
demnities for  them ;  I  knew  not  the  mode  in 
which  thev  were  bound,  and  that  they  would 
not  have  neen  called  upon  to  pay;  whether 
they  would  be  called  upon  to  make  this  peti- 
tion perfect  or  not  I  was  unaware ;  that  tnose 
wore  matters  of  more  form  in  prosecuting  the 
petition,  the  particular  mode  or  which  I  do  not 
undentaod ;  but  I  knew  the  fiict  to  be,  that 
they  would  not  have  to  pay,  and  that  I  should 
have  to  pay,  though  tney  might  be,  called 
upon  by  their  recognisances,  or  whatever  were 
the  terms  in  which  they  had  entered." 

Mr.  Vigori  knew  the  fact  to  be,  that 
these  parties  would  not  have  to  pay,  and 
that  he  ihould  have  to  pay  ;  and  yet,  when 


giving  hia  evidence  on  oath  before  the  Car- 
low  election  committee,  he  said,  "  He  did 
not  know  whether  tbey  would  have  to  pay. 
Let  the  House  then  observe,  that  Mr.Vigors 
was  a  party  engaged  in  the  transaction  o 
trafficking  for  a  seat  in  Parliament.  He 
was  one  of  the  partidpes  cn'mmts;  and 
having  an  opportunity  afforded  them  of 
giving  what  colouring  they  pleased  to  the 
transaction,  they  must  be  bunglers  indeed, 
as  bunglers  they  had  shown  themselves,  if 
tbey  could  not  make  it  out  that  the  money 
had  been  expended  in  a  manner  to  justify 
the  Committee  to  report  that  it  had  been 
spent  in  what  might  be  called  legal  ex- 
penses. This  was  the  charge  which  he 
had  to  bring  before  the  House,  and  he  was 
not  now  imputing  to  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  any  act  of  pecuniary  turpitude. 
Nor  did  he  fW>m  the  first  conceive  that  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  was  so  base  as 
to  put  any  of  the  money  into  his  pocket. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Member  had,  in- 
deed, done  him  the  honour  of  congratu- 
lating him  for  acquitting  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  of  such  an  offence.  He 
did,  however,  observe  that  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  might  have  personal 
and  politkal  objects  to  be  served  by  the 
transaction ;  and  he  now  begged  to  call 
the  particular  attention  of  the  House  to 
the  circumstances  preceding  the  Carlow 
election  in  June.  Previous  to  the  month 
of  January,  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber invited  Mr.  Raphael,  through  Mr. 
Pearson  and  Mr.  Vigors,  to  become  a 
candidate  for  the  county  of  Carlow.  It 
appeared  that  Mr.  Raphael  was  otherwise 
engaged  then,  and  did  not  accept  the  in* 
vitation.  The  eldest  son  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member,  and  a  gentleman  of  the 
name  of  Cahiil,  then  came  forward  as  can- 
didates ;  and  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman stated  in  a  speech,  that,  in  conse- 
quence of  the  delay  practised  by  their 
opponents,  they  were  not  elected.  Now, 
he  ^Mr.  Hardy)  wbhed  to  draw  the  at- 
tention of  the  House  to  a  letter  written 
by  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  on  the 
4th  of  January,  1835,  to  Mr.  Fitzgerald, 
for  the  purpose  of  showing  what  kind  of 
personal  and  political  interest  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  had  in  getting  two  Mem- 
bers returned  for  the  county  of  Carlow. 
The  hon.  Member  read  the  following  ex- 
tract from  the  letter  alluded  to  :— 

"  My  dear  Fitzgerald, — I  wish  I  could  get 
to  Carlow.    I  am  roost  anxious  to  be  in  Car- 
low.    Will  you  see  his  Lordship  the  Bishop, 
C2 
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and  submit  to  him  my  plan  ?  If  yott  cannot  get 
anybody  else,  1  will  lodge  500/.,  or  if  necessary 
1,000/.,  for  my  eldest  son  Maurice,  and  set 
him  up  for  the  county,  Maurice  catn  and  will 
be  elected  for  Tralee ;  but  he  could  afterwards 
elect  to  sit  for  Carlo w  county,  and  leave  Tralee 
for  a  second  choice.  I  say  this  only,  on  the 
understanding  that  nobody  else  can  be  got; 
in  that  case,  I  will  make  the  sacrifice  I 
mention,  to  prevent  a  Tory  getting  in  for 
the  county.  You  will,  however,  recollect  that 
I  do  this  merely  to  prevent  a  Tory  from  being 
your  member,  and  for  no  other  purpose, 
though,  to  be  perfectly  candid,  I  would  rather 
have  Maurice  represent  a  county  than  a 
borough,  but  beyond  that  preference  there  is 
.  nothing  else.  I  am,  however,  ready  to  make 
a  personal  sacrifice  of  from  500/.  to  1,000/., 
for  that  purpose." 

The  hon.  and  learned  Member,  there- 
fore, by  the  success  of  his  scheme,  would 
have  got  a  Member  to  his  mind,  and  would 
have  saved  his  500/.     It  therefore  ap- 

.  peared  to  be  a  matter  of  interest  to  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  to  get  some- 
body to  represent  the  county  of  Carlow. 
However,  Mr.  M.  O'Coonell  and  Mr. 
Cahill  were  not  successful ;  and  a  petition 
was  presented  against  the  successful  can- 
didates. Mr.  Vigors,  in  his  account,  said 
that  he  expended  700/.  Why  should  Mr. 
Vigors  expend  that  sum  ?  He  was  not  one 
of  the  unsuccessful  candidates.  What 
interest,  then,  had  Mr.  Vigors  in  fighting 
that  battle,  except  it  was,  that  by  spend- 
ing that  700/.  he  was  purchasing  the 
votes  of  the  liberal  members  of  the  Carlow 
Club  ?  And  in  order  to  reimburse  himself, 
he  came  to  London  and  made  a  bargain 
with  Mr.  Raphael,  and  got  back  his 
money;  and  also  another  1,000/.  for  the 
Carlow  Club.  There  could  not  well  be 
a  case  more  gross,  in  his  (Mr.  Hardy*s) 
opinion,  than  the  one  he  had  detailed; 
and  in  that  case  the  unimpeached  and 
unimpeachable  Mr.  Vigors  was  deeply 
concerned.  The  charge  which  he  made 
was  this — that  there  had  been  a  corrupt 
contract — that  a  seat  in  Parliament  had 
been  sold  to  Mr.  Raphael  for  2,000/., 
which  money  was  to  be  appropriated  in  a 
way  corrupt  in  every  respect.  Even  if  it 
were  asserted  that,  by  possibility,  cor- 
ruption might  not  be  the  result,  the  answer 
was,  that  neither  in  law  nor  in  morals  was 

.  it  justifiable  to  enter  into  a  certainly  cor- 
rupt contract,  because  it  might  be  attended 
with  contingent  purity.  That  was  the 
charge  he  made.  The  statement  against 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Dublin 
was  not  what  the  Committee  chose   to 


make  it  throughout  the  whole  of  the  pro- 
ceedings— a  matter  of  pecuniary  turpitude. 
The  real  statement  against  him  was,  that 
he  had  from  beginning  to  end  been  a  party 
to  a  corrupt  transaction.  Whether  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  intended  to  put 
any  of  the  money  in  his  own  pocket,  or 
not  had  nothing  whatever  to  do  with  the 
charge  which  he  brought  against  him. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Newark  wished, 
in  the  Committee,  that  before  witnesses 
were  examined,  the  Parliamentary  agents 
should  be  called  upon  to  specify  the  mis- 
conduct of  which  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  was  charged.  He  (Mr.  Hardy) 
felt  much  surprise  at  such  a  motion  being 
made  by  any  Member  of  the  Committee, 
but  made  as  it  was  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Bridport,  whom,  since  he  had  had  the 
honour  of  a  seat  in  that  House,  he  had 
always  regarded  as  a  sort  of  sentinel  over 
the  purity  of  election,  it  excited  in  his 
mind  a  degree  of  astonishment  which  he 
confessed  he  was  utterly  unable  to  express, 
especially  when  the  hon.  Member  for 
Bridport  must  have  seen,  that  the  question 
which  he  mooted  was  not  whether  there 
had  been  any  pecuniary  turpitude  in  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Dublin,  bat 
whether  a  corrupt  bargain  had  been  made 
for  the  return  of  a  Representative  of  the 
county  of  Carlow,  and  whether  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Dublin  had 
anything  to  do  with  that  corrupt  bargain. 
That  was  the  question,  and  the  only  ques- 
tion, which  he  intended  to  bring  under 
the  consideration  of  the  House  or  of  the 
Committee.  Then,  in  the  course  of  the 
examination,  the  hon.  Member  for  Brid- 
port  had  complained  of  the  delay  which 
had  taken  place,  and  of  the  long  interval 
which  he  (Mr.  Hardy)  had  allowed  to 
elapse  before  he  came  forward  with  the 
motion  of  which  he  had  given  notice  for 
to-night.  The  hon.  Member  for  Bridport, 
when  he  made  that  complaint,  would 
please  to  recollect  that  the  vacation  had 
necessarily  intervened  between  the  time  at 
which  the  notice  was  g^ven  and  the  period 
at  which  the  motion  was  now  brought  for- 
ward. He  did  not  think  that  hon.Gentlemen 
would  spend  the  vacation  in  reading  the 
Report  of  the  Committee ;  and,  therefore* 
instead  of  appointing  a  day  immediately 
after  the  recess,  be  thought  it  better  to 
allow  some  short  time  to  elapse,  in  order 
that  Gentlemen,  when  the  motion  was 
brought  forward,  might  be  prepared  to 
I  discuss  it  with  such  a  knowledge  of  the 
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hciB  as  the  importance  of  the  case  re- 
quired. He  trusted  that  the  House  would 
receWe  this  as  a  sufficient  explanation  of 
the  delay  of  which  the  hon.  Member  for 
Bridport  complained.    Certainly  the  Re- 
port required  to  be  read  with  attention, 
though  he  was  quite  sure,  that  it  would  be 
impossible  for  any  one  to  read  the  Report 
with   attention    without  coming   to  the 
same  conclusion  as  he  had  come  upon  it. 
The  witnesses  contradicted  each  other  in 
an  extraordinary  manner.   Mr.  Baker  and 
Mr.  Vigors  stated  that  a  bill  of  275^.  was 
paid  to  a  Rev.  Mr.  Maber,  who  would  be 
able  to  account  for  the  manner  in  which 
money  to  that  amount  had  been  expended 
in  procuring  the  election  of  Mr.  Raphael. 
Now  he  begged  to  refer  the  House  to  the 
evidence  of  this  Mr.  Maher,  which  would 
be  found  in  page  1 53  of  the  report.     Mr. 
Maher  was  asked,  "  Did  you,  out  of  the 
money  furnished  by  Mr.  Vigors,  make 
payments  to  those  witnesses  to  the  amount 
of  306/.?"    The   reply  was,   **  I  know 
nothing  about  the  payments  which  Mr. 
Vigors  has  made;   I  received  from  Mr. 
Vigors,  I  believe  at  Mr.  Baker's  house,  a 
bill  of  275/.,  and  this  I  handed  over  as 
soon  as  it  was  cashed  to  Mr.  Fitzgerald  ; 
I  believe  he  has  the  account  of  that." 
Then,  again,  in  page  154,  speaking  of  the 
130/.,  Mr.  Maher  was  asked, ''  That  130/. 
was  independent  of  the  275/.,  or  the  pro- 
duce of  the  bill  ?"  The  reply  was,  **  Yes ;  I 
received  this  130/.  in  Ireland.''  "  You  got 
that  bill  discounted,  and  handed  the  pro-* 
duce  to  Mr.  Fitzgerald?'*—"  J  did."  «  Did 
you  retain  any  part  of  that  bill,  or  hand 
the  whole  proceeds  to  Mr.  Fitzgerald  ?" 
—"I  handed  him  268/."     ';  And  2/. 
afterwards  ?" — **  Yes."    It  was  impossible 
to  reconcile  these  statements.    It  was  not 
to  be  forgotten  that  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Dublin  had  the  advantage  of 
hearing  the  whole  of  the  evidence  ad- 
duced, for  he  was  allowed  by  the  Com- 
mittee to  remain  present  during  the  whole 
of  the  investigation.    At  the  close  of  the 
proceedings  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man, it  was  true,  placed  himself  in  the 
witness  chair,  for  the  purpose  of  being 
asked  any  questions  that  the  Committee 
might  deem  necessary.     The  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Newark  (Mr.  Ser- 
geant Wilde)  did  not  choose  to  ask  him 
any  questions,  and  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Huntingdon  (Sir  F.  Pollock) 
abstained  from  doing  so.    But  were  there 
po  mattere  that  the  hoo.  and  learned 


Member  for  Dublin  might  like  to  have 
explained?  When  one  of  his  own  wit- 
nesses had  stated,  in  the  course  of  his 
examination,  that  he  had  applied  to  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  for  the  ba- 
lance of  his  account,  but  was  told  that  it 
could  not  be  paid  because  the  money  was 
in  Ireland,  one  would  have  thought  that 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  would  have 
been  anxious  to  satisfy  the  Committee 
how  it  was  that  this  came  to  pass,  es- 
pecially as  it  appeared  to  be  inconsistent 
with  some  other  portions  of  the  evidence. 
There  was  also  another  point  upon  which 
one  would  not  have  thought  it  unnatural 
that  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  should 
have  evinced  some  anxiety  to  offer  an  ex- 
planation to  the  Committee.  It  appeared 
by  the  evidence,  that  he  had  made  an 
offer  of  a  Baronetcy  to  Mr.  Raphael. 
Surely,  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
might  have  explained  to  the  Committee 
what  that  offer  was  made  for.  The  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  might,  at  all 
events,  have  explained  whether  he  was 
authorised  to  make  that  offer.  What  was 
the  merit  of  Mr.  Raphael,  that  called  for 
a  Baronetcy  ?  The  only  merit  explained 
was,  that  he  was  ready  to  advance  1,000/. 
to  the  political  club  of  Carlow.  If  Mr. 
Raphael  merited  the  dignity,  and  if  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Dublin 
thought  he  might  be  allowed  to  dip  his 
hands  in  the  fountain  of  honour,  and  to 
grant  a  title  to  whom  he  pleased,  surely 
he  ought  to  have  informed  the  Committee 
whether  he  had  authority  to  do  so  or  not. 
If  he  had  not  authority  to  make  the  offer, 
what  became  of  his  own  character  for 
making  it?  and  if  he  had  authority  for 
making  it,  what  character  did  the  Govern- 
ment deserve  which  gave  him  that  au* 
thority  ?  He  begged  leave,  in  conclusion » 
to  move  the  6rst  of  the  following  resolu- 
tions :— 

*'  That  it  appears,  in  the  evidence  repotted 
by  the  Committee  appointed  to  inquire  into 
the  circumstances  under  which  Alexander 
Raphael,  Esq.,  was  returned  a  Member  for 
the  county  of  Carlow,  at  the  election  in  June 
last,  that  an  agreement  in  writing  was  con- 
cluded between  Daniel  O'Connell,  Esq.,  a 
Member  of  this  House,  and  the  said  Alexander 
Raphael,  as  follows :— > 

"  Clarges-street,  June  1, 1835. 

"  My  dear  Sir, — ^You  have  acceded  to  the 
terms  proposed  to  you  for  the  election  of  the 
county  of  CarloW;  vi^.-^you  are  to  pay  before . 
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nomination  ifiOOL,  say  one  thousand  pounds, 
and  a  like  sum  after  being  returned ;  the  first 
to  be  paid  absolutely  and  entirely  for  being 
nominated ;  the  second  to  be  paid  only  in  the 
event  of  your  having  been  returned.  I  hereby 
undertake  to  guarantee  and  save  you  harmless 
from  any  and  every  other  expense  whatsoever, 
whether  of  agents,  carriages,  counsel,  petition 
against  the  return,  or  of  any  other  descrip- 
tion ;  and  I  make  this  guarantee  in  the  fullest 
sense  of  the  honourable  engagement  that  you 
should  not  possibly  be  required  to  pay  one 
shilling  more  in  any  event,  or  upon  any  con- 
tingency whatsoever.  « 

**  I  am,  my  dear  Sir,  yotur  very  faithful 

"Daniel  O'Connell.'* 

^  Alexander  Raphael,  Esq.*' 

"  That  it  appears  that  Nicholas  Aylward 
Vigors,  Esq.,  was  cognizant  of,  and  consenting 
to  the  said  agreement,  and  that  in  pursuance 
thereof,  the  said  Daniel  O'Connell  and  the 
said  Nicholas  Aylward  Vigors  did  endeavour 
to  procure  the  return  of  the  said  Alexander 
Raphael  as  a  Member  to  serve  in  Parliament 
for  the  said  county  of  Carlow,  and  who  was 
returned  accordingly." 

**  That  to  enter  into,  or  consent  to,  such  an 
agreement,  was  a  high  breach  of  the  pri- 
vileges of  this  House." 

**  That  such  agreement,  as  aforesaid,  is  in 
violation  of  the  Statute  passed  in  the  49th 
year  of  King  George  3rd,  for  preventing  the 
giving  or  receiving  of  money  on  any  con- 
tract or  Agreement  to  procure,  or  endeavour 
to  procure,  the  return  of  any  person  to  serve 
in  Parliament." 

Mr.  Ridley  Colborae  and  Mr.  0*Connell 
rose  together.    Mr.  Colborne  gave  way. 

Mr.  (yConnell  said,  it  was  with  regret 
that  he  intruded  himself  upon  the  House 
at  that  moment ;  but  as  be  intended  not 
to  be  present  at  any  more  of  the  discus- 
sion, he  felt  it  right  to  address  the  few 
words  he  had  to  offer  before  the  matter 
proceeded  further.  He  rose  the  more 
readily  upon  the  occasion,  because  he  had 
an  exceedingly  pleasing  duty  to  perform 
in  the  first  place*  and  that  was  to  offer  the 
meed  of  bis  most  respectful,  most  humble, 
but  most  sincere  thanks,  to  the  Gentlemen 
of  all  parties  who  composed  the  Com- 
mittee before  which  the  charge  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Bradford 
had  been  heard  and  determined.  He  had 
never  seen  Gentlemen  attending  with  more 
care,  keeping  their  attention  more  per- 
fectly alive,  or  displaying  more  of  the  air 
of  complete  impartiality  than  those  Mem- 
bers of  the  Committee  did,  who  differed 
from  him  io  geoeral  poliiioal  opiniooii 


If,  indeed,  he  were  called  upon  to  make  a 
choice  between  the  attendance  of  either 
one  party  or  the  other — which  he  could 
not— he  should  feel  bound  to  express  his 
thanks  for  what  appeared  to  be  the  more 
delicate  superiority  of  attention  on  the 
part  of  those  who  differed  from  him  in 
politics.  He  doubly  felt  the  oMigation 
under  which  he  was  placed  towards  those 
Gentlemen,  after  the  speech  he  had  heard 
from  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Bradford  that  evening.  He  did  not  know 
whether  the  tone  and  temper  of  that 
speech  corresponded  with  the  feelings  of 
English  Gentlemen  generally;  but  after 
what  he  had  witnessed  of  the  conduct  of 
English  Gentlemen  on  this  Committee,  he 
could  not  believe  it  did.  He  certainly  did 
not  think  that  there  were  many  Gentle- 
men in  the  House  who  would  coincide  ui 
the  unhappy  quibblings  and  unfortunate 
and  manifold  contradictions  of  himself, 
into  which  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
fell  in  the  course  of  his  address.  It  waa 
quite  true  that  he  (Mr.  O'Connell)  did 
say  on  a  former  occasion,  that  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Bradford  had  ac« 
quitted  him  of  the  charge  of  pecuniary 
corruption.  He  said  so  on  the  first 
occasion  on  which  the  subject  was  brought 
forward;  and  what  did  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Bradford  do?  He 
said  now  that  he  (Mr.  O'Connell)  had 
I  been  guilty  of  pecuniary  corruption ;  but 
what  did  he  say  then?  He  denied  it. 
*«  He  (exclaimed  Mr.  O'Connell)-— he— 
the  Member  for  Bradford,  talk  about  my 
character !  He  understands  bribery,  and 
I  told  him  so,  and  he  did  not  deny  it. 
He  has  never  denied  it,  although  he  has 
since  had  a  fine  opportunity  of  doing  so; 
and  if  he  denies  it  now- -if  he  denies 
now  that  he  demoralized  Pontefract,  by 
spending  upwards  of  5,000/.  for  his  electa 
ion  there,  I  will  move  for  a  Committee 
to  inquire  into  the  matter,  and  then  let 
him,  and  let  the  hon.  Member  for  Carlow, 
who  talks  so  disinterestedly  about  char- 
racter,  come  forward  to  support  me — let 
the  hon«  and  learned  Member  for  Brad« 
ford,  if  his  conscience  be  clear,  challenge, 
in  the  case  of  Pontefract,  that  inquiry 
from  which  I  did  not  shrink  in  the  case 
of  Carlow,  I  have  been  lately  in  the 
neighbourhood  of  Pontefract|  and  I  have 
now  no  doubt  that  it  would  be  fully  in 
my  power  to  prove  the  facts  I  alleged 
against  the  hon.  Member  on  a  former 
occaaioD|  and  which  b^  did  Mi  tb«ii 


u 


CarhnD  Election — 


{A»ril2I} 


Mr.  CyConndL 


4< 


eofitradiet*    I  will  not  trouble  the  House 
at  any  length.    It  is  not   my  purpose 
to  fellow  the  Hon.   and  learned   Gentle- 
nan    through   the   rhodomontade  of  a 
speech  which    I  have  heard   from  him, 
misquoting,    mistaking,   misrepresenting, 
everything  that  appeared  before  him.    A 
tissue   of  more    complicated   misrepre- 
sentations could  not,  indeed,  have  been 
delivered,    for    the    edification   of    my 
libellers;    some   of  whom    I    may  say, 
perhaps,  the  prime  mover  of  all,  wishing 
to  earn  the  wages  allowed  by  his  party, 
has  employed  himself  in  cooking  up  the 
speech  which  this  evening  we  have  beard 
so  impressively  delivered*    The  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Bradford  has  spoken 
of  contradictions  in  the  evidence ;  he  says 
that  Mr.  Baker's  evidence  contradicts  one 
of  my  letters.    How  does   he  show  the 
contradiction?     I    stated   in   my  letter 
that    I   never  settled    an    account  with 
Mr.  Baker,  and  then  he  finds  that  some 
of  my   money  found    its   way  into   the 
hands  of  that  gentleman.     This   is  one 
of  the  mighty  contradictions  which    he 
has  so  solemnly  been  endeavouring   to 
impress   upon   the   House.     Do  1  com- 
plain   of  the   preposterous  view   which 
the  learned  Gentleman  has  taken  of  the 
evidence?    No,  I  solemnly  declare  that 
I  think  it  is  owing  to  the  sort  of  tnteU 
kct  he  possesses.    There   is  about  the 
learned   Gentleman  just  that  extent  of 
mind  which    renders   him    incapable   of 
seeing   or   understanding    the    question 
before  him.    The  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber had  before  him  every  document  and 
every  species  of  evidence  that  could  elu- 
cidate or  explain  the  nature  of  the  trans- 
actions  I    had    had  with   my    bankers. 
The  Committee  dedded  that  the  account 
should  not  be  looked  into ;  but  the  mo« 
ment  that  the  hon«  and  learned  Gentle- 
man found  that  the  account  was  a  partial 
one,  he  came  forward  and  stated  that  I 
had  furnished  a  partial  account.  Although 
the  Committee  decided  that  my  banker's 
account  should  not  be  looked   into,  I 
Atmiabed   it^   and    I   appeal   to   every 
Messber  of  the  Committee  whether  I  did 
not  furnish  the  whole  of  it.     I  handed 
it  over  to  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Huntiagdon  (Sir  F.  Pc^lock)  as  the 
nominee  of  the  opposite  party,  and  he, 
with  f^reat  delicacy,  took  it  home  with 
him,  and,  as  he  afterwards  assured  me, 
boked  only  to  those   parts  of  it  which 
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investigation ;  but  he  will  tell  the  House 
that  I  placed  the  whole  of  the  account 
in  his  hands,  and  with  my  full  consent  he 
might  have  examined  it  from  beginning 
to  end.    There  is  no  ground  or  pretence, 
therefore,  for  the    miserable  species  -of 
special  pleading  which  the  learned  Mem^ 
her  has   attempted   to  set   up  upon  the 
pecuniary  part  of  the  transaction.   Then 
he  says  I  was  called  upon  for  a  balance. 
I  never  was  called  upon  for  a  balance. 
I  was  called  upon    from   time    to  time 
for  moneys,  and  I  paid  moneys  when  I 
was  called  upon  to  pay  them.     What  do 
the  Committee  say  ?  *'  It  appears  that  the 
money  was  placed  to  Mr.    O'Connell's 
general  account,  at  his  banker's  in  Lon- 
don.    It    was,    however,  advanced   the 
moment  it  was  called  for,  to  Mr.  Vigors  ; 
and  though  some  of  it  was  paid  in  bills, 
the  discount  was  allowed;  the  amount, 
therefore,  was  available  whenever  wanted, 
and  no  charge  of  pecuniary  interest  can 
be  attached  to  Mr.  O'Connell."    I  enter 
into  this  not  as  a  defence.      The   Re^ 
port  of  the  Committee  is  my  defence. 
The  unanimous  opinion  of  twelve  hon. 
Gentlemen  of  this  House  is  my  defence. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Member's  speech 
is  an  appeal  from  the  Report  of  the  Com- 
mittee.     It  is  not  a  question  between  him 
and  me  at  all.     It  is  a  question  between 
him  and  the  Committee.     I  have  already 
expressed  my  thanks  to  that  Committee, 
for  the  attention  which  they  paid  to  my 
case,  and  to  every  Member — whether  I 
had  the  honour  of  knowing  him  before  or 
not — I    shall  certainly,  for    the    future, 
pay    the    courtesy    of   taking   off    my 
hat  whenever  I  meet   him;    because  I 
am  proud,    notwithstanding   the  strong 
party    zeal    and   some   bad    ingredients 
which  exist  in  this  House,  the  country 
does  still  contain  gentlemen  who,  what-^ 
ever  their  party  feelings    may  be,  feel 
as  gentlemen  and  men  of  honour,  that 
they  were  bound  to  do  their  duty  im* 
partially,  when   they  were  called   upon 
to    act   as  judges.    But  the  hon.   and 
learned  Gentleman  says,  I  was  not  ex« 
amined   myself.     Oh,,  if   I   had    come 
forward  to  prove  any  part  of  my  own  - 
case,   how    he   would    taunt   me    with 
having    been    my    own     witness.     He 
would  then  have  said,  **  Oh,  Mr.  0'Con« 
nell  himself  supplied  every  deficiency  of 
the    evidence;    when    other    witnesses 
could    not   speak   to    particular    facts, 
Mr.  O'Conndl  pla^   hiosslf  4n  tb^ 
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witiiesft*«  chftir  and  spoke  to  them  himidf." 
If  on  the  other  hand  I  had  shrank  from 
examination,  what  would  he  then  have 
said  ?  Whyi  that  I  dared  not  to  face  the 
Conmittee.  Feeling  that  this  might  be 
said,  I  went  into  the  witness  chair,  in 
order  that  the  Committee  might  ha?e  the 
opportunity  of  patting  questions  to  me 
if  it  thought  proper  so  to  do.  The  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  who  acted  as 
nominee  on  the  opposite  side,  and  who  is 
well  known  to  be  one  of  the  ablest  prac- 
titioners at  the  English  bar,  did  not  deem 
it  necessary  to  examine  me,  upon  a  single 
point.  He  might,  if  he  had  thought  pro- 
per, have  examined  me  on  the  subject  of 
the  Baronetcy,  upon  which  the  learned 
Member  for  Bradford  has  laid  so  much 
stress.  He  did  not  do  so;  neither  did 
the  hon.  Gentleman  himself  put  any 
question  to  me  upon  that  subject.  Not 
asking  me,  then,  is  it  right  that  it  should 
go  abroad  to-morrow  as  a  part  of  his 
speech,  amidst  the  ribaldry  of  The  Times 
and  The  Morning  Post— the  managers 
of  which  two  veritable  publications  are 
now,  no  doubt,  present — is  it  right  that 
an  attack  should  now  be  made  against 
me,  in  the  words  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Bradford?  It  is  true,  that 
I  cannot  much  respect  the  words  that 
fall  from  him,  after  the  course  he  has 
taken ;  but  I  appeal  to  the  House,  whe* 
ther  it  is  right,  after  the  fair  opportu- 
nities of  explanation  which  have  been 
previously  afforded,  that  he  should  now, 
oyiraking  up  the  charge  afresh,  be  giving 
a  sort  of  impunity  to  those  who,  at  all 
times,  are  ready  enough  to  vilify  and  to 
condemn  my  conduct?  Was  there  ever 
BO  paltry  an  excuse  as  that  made  by  the 
learned  Member  to-night,  for  the  delay 
which  had  taken  place  in  bringing  this 
motion  forward?  Was  ever  a  charge 
against  a  Member  of  this  House  post- 
poned for  a  month  or  six  weeks,  on  so 
frivolous  a  plea  as  that  advanced  by  the 
learned  Member  to-night  ?  The  plea  was 
one  of  that  feeble,  or  rather  desperate 
character,  which  one  occasionally  heard 
at  Quarter  Sessions.  It  had  no  substance 
—it  was  mere  pettifogging.  The  hon. 
and  learned  Member  gave  notice,  upwards 
of  a  month  ago,  that  he  should  call  the 
attention  of  the  House  to  the  cYidence 
taken  before  the  Carlow  Election  Com- 
mittee. Why  did  he  not  then  specify 
what  the  nature  of  his  motion  was  to  be  ? 
Why  did  be  suffer  the  Hooie^-why  did 


he  suffer  me,  against  whom  the  ehaige  was 
to  be  brought — to  remain  in  total  igno- 
rance of  what  his  motion  was  to  be,  till 
three  days  ago.    Has  his  conduct  to  me 
been  fair  ?    It  never  happened  to  anybody 
else  in  this  House  to  be  treated  as  I  have 
been  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Bradford.    What  is  the  learned  Member'a 
excuse  for  treating  me  in  this  way  ?  Why, 
that  hon.  Members  would  not  read  the 
Report   of    the  Committee  during    the 
vacation ;  therefore  he  postponed  his  mo- 
tion till  after  the  vacation.    Because  hon. 
Gentlemen  would  not  read  the  Report 
during  the  vacation,  he  gave  them  the 
whole  of  the  vacation  not  to  read  it  in. 
That  was  the  real  English  of  it.    I  repeat^ 
that  I  do  not  now  stand  up  here  to  defend 
myself; — I   rely  on  the  Report  of  the 
Committee.    The  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber has  not  called  for  the  appointment  of 
another  Committee;  if  he  had,  I  would 
have  seconded  his  motion,  because  I  never 
would  shrink  from  inquiry.      I   confess, 
however,  I  should  have  been  sorry  to  have 
been  compelled  to  do  so,  out  of  respect  to 
the  Gentlemen  who  composed  the  former 
Committee.    I  have  political  animosities, 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  says,  I  have 
political  purposes.  To  be  sure  I  have.  Is  it  a 
crime  in  a  Member  of  Parliament  to  enter- 
tain a  political  purpose  ?    In  this  case,  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  accuses  me 
of  political  corruption,  and  to  support  his 
accusation,  he  reads  a  letter  of  mine,  in 
which,  having  a  son  of  my  own  already 
returned  for  a  borough,  I  offer  to  sacrifice 
1 ,000/.  to  procure  his  return  for  a  county. 
And  the  intellect  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  is  such,  that  he  reads  this 
letter  as  a  matter  of  charge  against  me. 
This  puts  me  in  mind  of  a  counsellor  at 
the  Irish  bar,  who  was  counsel  on  one 
side  and  of  use  to  the  other.    The  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  reads  that  letter 
to  prove  my  political  corruption.     The 
original  charge  against  me  was  that  of 
pecuniary  corruption.    It  was  so  stated  in 
The  TimeM.     The  Timet  no  doubt  made 
a  great  deal  of  money  by  me.    It  was  so 
stated   in    The  Mammg  Post,    and    I 
suppose  I  was  a  small  matter  of  gain 
to  The  Post  too.    The  original  chaige 
was  a  charge  of  pecuniary  cormptioD. 
But  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Bradford   feeling,   that   foots   were  toa 
strong  against  him»  the  moment  I  claimed 
an  acquittal  from  that  charge  on  his  owa 
assertion,  he  instantly  wilbdrew  tt«    Noir 
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findford  bad  ukeo  tint  crening,  it  was 
Moowary  tliat  be  iliould  refer  to  oat  or  two 
more  paaMgea,  eren  at  the  risk  of  fatiguiDg 
the  Home.  But  before  he  proceeded  fur- 
ther, he  could  not  help  expressing  the 
deep  regret  he  felt  at  the  motion  which 
the  boa.  and  learned  Member  had  now 
brought  forward.  He  confessed  it  ap- 
peared to  him  to  be  moat  injudicious.  He 
•aw  DO  practical  good  tliat  could  po>- 
aiblr  arise  from  it.  The  onlv  effect  of  it 
could  be  to  excite  a  great  deal  of  personal 
feeling,  which  had  much  better  be  re- 
pressed. In  another  part  of  the  eridence 
there  occurred  this  passage: — 

"  Are  the  Connnitte  now  dulinell;  (o  an- 
derstaiid  rrom  you,  that  the  3,000',  paid  by 
Ur.  Haphsel  wu  expended  in  the  leRil  ex- 
pences  of  the  election,  and  in  the  defence  or 
the  petition  1 — Every  shiUing  of  it  wat  *x- 
peaded  io  what  I  co ni id er  legal  and  oecestary 
expeDjei,  and  what  I  am  adriaed  are  legal 
and  necesiary  expenses. 

"  Was  tbe  2,OOoJ.  alwavi  forthcoming  when 
you  applied  for  it  to  Mr.  O'Cannell,  and 
when  piud  in  bills  al  long  dates,  waa  there 
any  loss  or  delay  attending  iheiD  P — The 
money  was  Ibnlicoming  tbe  verv  initanl  it 
was  Hsnied  and  called  for,  ana  tlie  trani- 
action  respecting  bills  did  not  cause  us  to  lose 
one  shillinaofllie  Dioney  i  noi  was  there  loss 
10  any  indiTidual  in  consequence  of  those 
bills." 

Nov  he  hoped  it  was  nnnecesaarj  for 
him  to  assure  the  House  that  if  the  leaat 
doubt  bad  remained  upon  the  miod  of  the 
Committee  upon  these  points,  tbey  would 
not  hare  screened  Mr.  O'Connell  more 
than  the  least  able  nan  in  the  House.  He 
respected  and  admired  the  abilttj'  and  talent 
of  thehoD.  and  learned  Member  ftir  Dublin 
aamncfaasaDy  man;  but  at  the  same  time, 
he  had  nerer  been  in  the  leaat  degree 
Bvetse  to  express  the  regret  which  he  felt 
at  the  use  which  the  hoo.  and  learned 
Gentlaman  sometimes  made  (rf  his  talents. 
But  DotwithsUnding  tbe  use  which  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  might  lome- 
times  make  of  bis  talents,  ahould  not 
■•fluet  justice  be  done  to  him  ?  In  the 
*■"  way  he  admitted  the  power — the 
the  Houte  pleased, 
learned  Gentteman 
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The  iatemporate  conduct  of  hii  opponents. 
Still  bo  thought  thay  attributed  to  that 
hon.  and  learned  Member  a  aort  of  ima- 
ginary inBuence,  which  their  fears  induced 
them  to  suppose  be  had  it  in  bis  power  b> 
use  to  the  detriment  of  his  country ;  and 
he  (Ur.  Coiboroe)  was  not  sorry  at 
kavlnff  the  opportunity  of  expresaii)!'  hi« 
total  aisbeliel  of  atiy  such  thing,  lliara 
was  one  point  to  which  the  hoo.  Member 
for  Uradford  alluded  at  the  close  of  bla 
speech,  to  which  he  (Mr.  Cnlborae)  was 
anxious  to  call  the  attention  of  the  House, 
inasmuch  as  it  might  appear  that  the 
Committee  had  neglected  a  portion  of 
their  duty,  be  meant  the  question  of  the 
baronetcy.  In  the  first  place,  ha  very 
much  doubted  whether  the  Committee 
were  either  bound,  or  even  had  tho  power, 
to  enter  into  that  matter.  Was  it  a  Par> 
liamentary  offence?  If  there  had  been 
any  proof  at  all  that  Mr.  O'Connell  was 
playiDg  with  the  feolings  of  Mr,  Raphaal> 
oy  pretending  to  hare  an  authority  which 
he  did  not  possess,  or,  if  it  had  appeared 
in  any  wav  that  tho  (lO-'srnment  had 
lent  themselfes  to  aoy  such  exercise  of  the 
Koyal  I'rerogatirc,  ne  would  then  say, 
that  it  would  have  been,  in  the  one  in* 
stance,  a  most  uniustitiable  proceeding, 
and  in  the  other  instance,  a  bass  prosn- 
tution  of  patronage.  But  he  knew  nothing 
of  the  matter  beyond  what  common  report 
gave  of  itj  and  certainly  it  saenwd  to  bin, 
that  no  sooner  was  the  charge  put  forth, 
than  it  was  laughed  at  by  everybody.  For 
what  was  it,  after  all,  beyond  this — that 
ooe  gentleman  was  weak  enough  to  expect 
that  he  might  get  a  baronetcy,  and  tlw 
other  was  rain  enough  to  think  he  could 
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mittee  was  fully  excused  from  entering 
into  that  (jueation.  lie  should  regret  es> 
ceedtngly  if  this  Honae  were  t«  come  t« 
any  rote  iwlicatire  of  an  opinion  that  the 
Committee  had  neglected  tAeir  duty,  that 
they  had  aroided  aoy  part  of  tbe  inquiry, 
or  bad  shrunk  from  any  portion  of  toe 
inreatigatioQ.  Eren  if  a  respectable  mU 
ncaity  ware  to  come  to  that  condtiaioD,  h« 
•hoiiMl  certainly  lament  it,  and  nigbt 
doubt  the  accnncy  of  the  Judgment  to 
which  tbe  Committee  had  afnrad ;  but  U 
tbe  wbtrfe  House  did  cosne  to  saeb  ■  rota^ 
ha  woaU  not  repeat  the  decision  of  ibot 
Committee,  because  be  felt  that  that  ded* 
sion  was  groanded  oMucientiooily,  biriw, 
and  witbcttt  &voitr  or  aiectioa,  upon  tM 
,  amnctiao  rf  tbairan  niad%  aai  witW 
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out  party  bias ;  and  he  was  quite  certain, 
that  neither  he  nor  any  other  Member  of 
the  Committee  would  ever  blush  at  having 
put  their  names  to  that  Report .  Tt  was 
impossible  then^  for  him  to  assent  to  the 
Resolutions  of  the  noble  and  learned 
Member  for  Bradford.  He  thought  it 
would  be  throwing  a  slur  upon  tbe  Com- 
mittee. The  hon.  and  learned  Member 
might,  indeed,  say^  tbat  he  did  not  mean 
that.  But  what  was  the  Committee  ap- 
pointed for.  He  imagined  it  was  their 
business  to  look  fully  into  the  case,  and 
be  thought  they  would  have  done  exceed- 
ingly wrong,  and  have  inadeauately  per- 
formed their  duty,  if  they  haa  omitted  to 
investigate  any  point  that  could  bear  upon 
it.  He  would  not  trouble  the  House  any 
farther;  but  would  conclude  by  moving 
the  previous  question.  Lord  John  Rus. 
sell  and  several  hon.  Members  [No  !  No/']. 
Then  he  would  leave  the  Question  in  the 
hands  of  the  House. 

Lord  Francis  Egerton  said,  that  the 
same  reason  which  had  induced  his  hon. 
Friend  opposite  to  take  an  early  oppor^ 
tunity  to  address  the  House,  also  induced 
him  to  come  forward  at  the  present  time. 
He  for  himself  felt  that  in  the  course  of 
this  discussion  something  like  censure 
was  unavoidably  implied,  though  not  ex- 
pressed in  the  terms,  upon  the  conduct  of 
an  inquiry,  on  which  he  need  not  say 
(because  it  was  what  every  Gentleman 
had  of  himself  said,  or  would  say)  that  he 
was  a  roost  reluctant  Member.  Indeed, 
not  to  have  been  reluctant  would  have 
implied  the  same  kind  of  inclination  to 
come  before  the  observation  of  the  public 
which  had  distinguished  some  individuals 
who  had  fifi^ured  in  the  inquiry.  But 
having  stood  in  a  judicial  situation,  and 
attended  that  investigation,  he  must  say 
that  it  was  not  with  a  view  of  influencing 
the  opinion  of  the  House  upon  the  ques- 
tion before  them  that  he  now  addressed 
them.  The  House  would  take  its  own 
Tiew  of  that  question ;  but  it  was  with  a 
view  of  explaining  the  course  which  he 
too^  upon  that  occasion,  and  of  calling 
upon  the  House  to  judge  whether,  after 
the  explanation  of  himself  and  of  his  hon. 
Friend,  it  should  think  proper  to  pursue 
this  subject  further  or  not  Great  as  was 
the  respect  he  felt  for  the  decisions  of 
that  House,  and  anxious  as  he  must  be 
to  earn  and  deserve  its  esteem  upon  any 
and  every  occasion,  he  must  say,  that  that 
decision  was  one  of  comparative  indiffer- 
ence, while  he  could  feel  satisfied  vrith 


himself  as  to  the  course  which  he  pur- 
sued upon   a  judicial  inquiry  involving 
considerations  of  conscience,  justice,  and 
honour.    Feeling  that  satisfaction,  it  was 
a  matter  of  indifference  what  the  opinion 
of  that  House  might  be,  or  what  the 
opinion  of  the  public  at  lai^  might  be. 
The  subject  of  that  inquiry  came  before 
the  Committee  in  something  like  a  two- 
fold shape.    There  was  a  great  question 
connected  with  that  inquiry,  affecting,  as 
it  did,  no  less  than  the  character  of  an 
hon.  Member  of  this  House,  on  a  ques- 
tion of  a  pecuniary  transaction.  Certainly 
he  did  think  at  the  beginning,  coming  to 
that  inquiry  as  he  did,  not  prepared  or 
instructed  by  a  careful  perusal  of  those 
documents,  from  the  publication  of  which 
the  inquiry  had  originated,  but  only  from 
a  cursory  perusal  of  them,  that  the  great 
and  germane  part  of  the  charge  was  that 
which  involved  the  character  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  with  regard  to   a 
pecuniary  transaction.  He  confessed,  that 
when  he  heard  his  hon.  Friend,  the  Mem- 
ber for  Bradford,  on  the  first  occasion  on 
which  this  question  was  introduced  to 
the  House,  say,  that  he  acquitted  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Dublin  from  all 
pecuniary  corruption,  he  did  feel  some 
surprise  j  for  looking  at  the  letters  that 
had  been  published,  although  he  was  not 
inclined  to  believe,  that  the  charge  woi^Id 
be  made  out  in  evidence,  yet  he  did  feel 
that  those  letters  contained  the  substance 
of  an  allegation  to  tbat  effect,  and  he  felt 
from  the  beginning,  that  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  was,  in  fact,  on  his 
trial  upon  that  first  question.    Undoubt* 
edly,  whether  that  question  being  dis- 
posed of,  others  remained  behind  on  which 
it  might  be  the  duty  of  the  Committee  to 
have  reported  further  and  more  at  length 
than  they  had  done  might  be  a  question 
for  the  House  to  consider.   But  speaking 
for  himself,  and  of  his  own  motives,  it 
was  the  pecuniary  question  to  which  he 
had  principally  addressed  himself  in  Com. 
mittee.      Some  hon.  Gentlemen  might 
ima^ne  that  it  was  the  duty  of  Gentlemen 
serving  on  the  Committee  to  look,  in  the 
first  place,  at  the  particular  situation  and 
station  in  the  country  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  who  was  the  principal 
subject  of  inquiry;   and  it  might  also 
have  been  the  opinion  of  others  that  there 
were  precedents  of  no  very  long  date 
which  might  have  justified  Gentlemen, 
who  occupied  stations  on  the  opposition 
side  of  the  House^   in  eserci^usg  any 
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stretch  of  political  ingenuity  in  bringing 
any  subject  connected  with  election  trans- 
actions within  the  grasp  of  a  resolution 
of  that  House.  But  for  himself  he  did 
not  feel  that  it  was  his  duty  on  that  oc- 
casion to  divest  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman from  all  the  circumstances  which 
might  have  connected  him  with  any  party 
in  the  country,  and  to  look  neither  at 
his  station^  position  in  the  country^  his 
talents^  or  his  influence^  or  at  what  he^  in 
accordance  with  the  opinions  he  enter- 
tained, might  call  the  faults,  errors,  and 
delinquencies  of  his  political  conduct. 
With  regard  to  the  second  question  in- 
volved in  the  inquiry,  he  would  say,  that 
taking  his  own  view  (which  might  be 
erroneous)  of  some  proceedings  that  had 
taken  place  in  that  House  with  regard  to 
election  transactions,  and  of  the  spirit  in 
which  those  proceedings  were  carried  on, 
they  were,  some  of  them  at  least,  the  very 
last  which  he  in  any  capacity  would  con- 
descend to  imitate.  Well,  the  inquiry 
proceeded,  and  in  his  judgment,  and  he 
believed  in  the  judgment  of  every  gentle- 
man of  the  Committee,  those  charges 
were  removed  and  disproved  by  the  course 
of  the  evidence  taken  before  them.  The 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  then  himself 
stood  before  the  Committee,  having  gone 
through  the  ordeal  of  seven  days'  inquiry 
on  charges  of  so  grave  a  nature.  <'  During 
the  course  of  that  inquiry  (said  the  noble 
Lord)  I  am  bound  to  say,  that  the  conduct 
of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  was  such 
as  a  man  of  sense,  talent,  and  understand- 
ing, who  felt  himself  innocent  of  those 
particular  imputations  under  which  he 
laboured,  would  naturally  have  displayed 
on  such  an  occasion ;  1  mean  with  regard 
to  those  imputations  of  a  pecuniary  na- 
ture. I  believe  I  am  correct  in  saying, 
that  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  went 
rather  farther  than  was  necessary  in  af- 
fording to  the  Committee  materials  re- 
*quired  for  pursuing  the  investigation." 
With  regard  to  the  general  transaction 
(the  noble  Lord  proceeded  to  say)  which 
placed  Mr.  Alexander  Raphael  for  a  brief 
period  in  possession  of  a  seat  in  that 
House,  as  Member  for  the  county  of  Car- 
low,  he  thought  it  might  be  pretty  well 
inferred  from  the  general  opinions  already 
expressed  by  him,  that  that  transaction 
was  not  one  which  in  every  respect  could 
meet  with  his  approbation.  He  looked 
upon  it  at  the  beginning,  and  he  looked 
upon  it  still,  as  a  proof  of  that  extensive 
system  of  dictation  which  prevailed  at  the 


last  general  election  in  Ireland^  which  he 
entirely  deprecated  and  disapproved.  But 
it  was  a  dififerent  question  from  the  one 
to  which  his  attention  had  been  directed 
in  the  Committee  $  and  it  became  with 
him  a  matter  of  consideration,  whether  it 
was  one  which  it  was  necessary,  useful, 
expedient,  or  just,  to  endeavour,  by  making 
additions  to  that  Report  which  the  Com- 
mittee had  presented  to  the  House,  and 
which  he  thought  was  unexceptionable  in 
terms  as  far  as  it  went,  to  bring  the  con- 
duct of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman, 
and  the  other  parties  concerned  in  that 
transaction,  within  the  grasp  of  the  reso- 
lution, or  the  penal  proceedings  of  that 
House.  It  had  come  to  his  knowledge, 
not  personal  knowledge,  but  he  was  in- 
formed on  unquestionable  authority,  that 
in  the  course  of  the  last  session  that  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  had  attended  on  a 
Committee  of  Inquiry  into  charges  made 
against  an  individual — he  attending  as  a 
member  of  the  inquiry,  and  not  as  the 
subject  of  it — and  that  upon  that  occa- 
sion, when  the  grounds  of  the  imputations 
against  the  individual  in  question  had 
been  disposed  of,  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  had  come  forward  and  stated 
to  the  Committee,  that,  as  those  charges 
had  been  cleared  away,  he  would  advise 
the  Committee  not  to  drag  that  individual 
through  a  further  inquiry  into  minor 
points  5  but  give  him  the  benefit  of  that 
ordeal  through  which  his  character  and 
reputation  had  already  gone.  He  men- 
tioned this,  because,  having  that  informa- 
tion in  his  possession,  he  did  not,  after 
the  evidence  respecting  the  all^ation  of 
pecuniary  corruption  had  been  tdcen,  and 
that  allegation  disproved,  bring  this  cir- 
cumstance forward  before  the  Committee, 
because  he  felt  that  in  doing  so  he  might 
have  appeared  to  be  taking  credit  to 
himself  in  complimenting  the  delicacy  of 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  on  a 
point  upon  which  he  (Lord  F.  Egerton) 
conceived  that  justice  was  due  to  him. 
But  it  did  happen,  that  the  task  of  com- 
municating that  information  devolved  upon 
a  member  of  that  Committee  by  no  means 
open  to  any  suspicion  of  bias  in  favour  of 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman.  But  he 
must  fairly  say,  that  if,  when  the  Commit- 
tee met  to  prepare  their  Report,  the  dis- 
cussion that  took  place  had  required  it,  he 
should  have  given  that  information  to  the 
Committee.  He  confessed  he  was  not 
one  of  those  who  felt  any  strong  inclina- 
tion to  bring  forward  in  that  House  any 
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truly  reported^  he  confessed  filled  bim 
with  astonishmeDt.  Whatever  might  have 
been  bis  conduct  on  that  Committee,  he 
did  think,  that  the  circumstances  which 
led  to  that  inquiry  were  not  such  as  to 
induce  any  man  to  take  the  matter  up 
with  that  warmth  and  ardour  which  it  ap- 
peared had  been  done ;  and  he  confessed 
be  was  astonished  to  6nd  that  it  had  been 
designated  as  a  '*  foul  conspiracy."    If 
he  stated  any  expression  of  any  Gende- 
man  from  the  Reports  to  which  they  all 
had  access,  namely,  those  of  the  daily 
newspapers,  he  trusted  be  should  be  heard 
by  those  who  furnished  it.    According  to 
those  Reports,  the  conduct  of  the  Gentle* 
men  who  bad  interested  themselves  in  this 
subject  had  been  called  ''the  foul  con- 
spiracy of  a  dying  faction."    He  should 
be  glad  to  know,  if  he  could  obtain  that 
knowledge,  who  were  the  persons  who 
came  under  the  denomination  of  that  fac- 
tion.    He  should  be  still  more  happy  to 
knowy  even  if  that  faction  existed,  how 
that ''  foul  conspiracy ''  was  to  be  applied 
to  a  charge  which  originated  in  the  letters 
of  Mr.  Raphael.    The  House  knew  well 
how  those  letters  were  obtained.    It  wiu 
not  ignorant  of  their  source — the  ques- 
tionable source  he  admitted — and  he  had  no 
great  regard  for  its  stream,  or  for  its  purity ; 
but  they  knew  whence  it  flowed.     His 
hon.   Friend  who  brought  forward  ibis 
motion  did  not  find  these  letters  in  the 
street.     He  did  not  steal  them.    But  if 
the  epithet  of  a ''  dying  faction"  alluded  to 
that  party  in  the  country  which  was  not  ia- 
considerable  in  number,  and  be  believed 
not  usually  reputed  very  low  either  in 
character  or  in  intellect,  call  it  by  what 
name  they  pleased,  for  he  did  not  shrink 
from  the  name  of  Tory,  or  the  milder  ap- 
pellation of  Conservative;  if  that  were  the 
party  to  which  the  epithet  of  a  '*  dying 
ikction  *'   was  applied,    he    would   only 
say  that,  whether  abont  to  die  or  live, 
it  was  a  faction  of   which  he  should, 
as  long  as  he  lived,  bo  always  ready  to 
avow  himself  a  humble  but  sincere  Mem- 
ber.    But  where  was  the  proof  of  that 
conspiracy?     He  confessed  he  did    not 
know  where  to  look  for  it.  He  did  think  that 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  opposite 
(Sir  Ronald  Fergusson) — fer  nndoubtedly 
he  must  have  recognised  himself  as  being 
the  supposed  source  from  which  theae  ex- 
pressions came — was  bound  to  point  out 
to  the  House  the  proof  of  that  conspiracy. 
of  this  House^  and  in  language  which,  if  I  For  the  age,  station,  and  pabKc  senrices 


questfam  which  came  under  that  wide 
name  of  **  a  breach  of  privilege.'*  Speak-- 
log  for  himself  alone,  he  might,  he  be- 
lieved, say  that  his  hands  were  as  clean  as 
roost  men's  in  that  House ;  but  if  every 
action  of  a  man's  life  were  to  be  made  the 
subject  of  charge,  and  if  every  circum- 
stance which  the  privileges  of  private  so- 
ciety sanctioned  were  to  be  brought  for- 
ward as  matter  of  accusation  and  investi- 
gation, he  would  say  that  there  was  not  a 
subject  upon  which  King's  evidence  would 
not,  on  some  occasion  or  other,  be  found. 
He  scarcely  knew  whether  he  might  not 
himself,  on  former  occasions,  have  been 
brought,  or  might  not  on  some  future  oc- 
casion be  brought,  within  the  grasp  of  a 
resolution  of  that  House — a  tribunal,  by 
the  bye  (and  he  said  it  with  all  possible 
respect  to  the  House),  which  was  ex- 
tremely ill  adapted  to  come  to  a  just 
judgment  upon  the  conduct  of  any  of  its 
Members,  and  before  which  he  should  be 
very  unwilling  to  appear,  so  long  as  there 
existed  other  tribunals  which  could  take 
the  charge  under  their  cognizance,  and 
upon  which  it  was  peculiarly  their  pro- 
vince to  decide.  He  felt  that  the  charges 
against  Mr.  O'Connell  were  precisely  of 
that  nature  which  brought  him  under  the 
judgment  of  a  tribunal  influenced  by  a 
difference  of  political  opinion,  and  there- 
fore any  decision  of  the  Committee,  which 
might  have  been  pronounced  as  just,  by 
200  Gentlemen  of  his  own  side  of  the 
House,  might  very  possibly  have  been 
called  persecution  by  250  Gentlemen  on 
the  other  side  of  the  House.  It  was  upon 
these  grounds  that  his  own  conduct  was 
governed  in  not  endeavouring  to  place 
upon  the  Report  of  that  Committee  words 
that  embodied  any  opinions  of  his  own 
With  regard  to  that  transaction.  Not 
having  taken  that  opportunity  to  state  in 
the  Report  his  opinion  on  that  transaction, 
be  might  be  justly  told,  that  he  was  now 
too  late  if  he  went  at  length  into  any  crt- 
tiebm  or  observation  upon  it.  But  he 
must  say,  that  speaking  on  that  (the  Op- 
position) side  of  the  House  as  he  did,  he 
had  been  surprised  to  hear  that  the  mo- 
tives and  conduct  of  himself  and  the  other 
Gentlemen  who  had  formed  as  strong  an 
opinion  on  the  subject  as  himself,  and 
who  had  been  more  active  than  he  had, 
eonsklered  it  his  duty  to  be  in  bringing 
forward  this  question,  had  been  accused 
of  eonduet  ill  becoming  them  as  Members 
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of  that  hem.  and  gallant  Oenlleman  he 
eotertained  the  highest  respect ;  but  this 
be  must  say,  that  if  those  expressions 
were  correctly  reported,  he  did  think  that 
if  the  hon.  and  gallant  Officer  had  not 
kept  his  reason  more  clear,  and  his  judg- 
ment more  unclouded,  in  the  smoke  of 
Vimiera  than  in  the  atmosphere  of  the 
town  of  Nottingham,  the  pages  of  Colonel 
Napier,  instead  of  setting  forth  his  name 
and  fame  in  brilliant  characters  might  pro- 
bably have  told  another  tale.    It  had  been 
stated  of  himself  in   the  papers  of  this 
metropolis,  that  he  said  in  the  Committee, 
that  if  it  was  necessary  for  him  to  deal 
with  the  character  of  a  certain  individual 
concerned  in  that  inquiry,  he  should  find 
it  difficult  to  measure  his    expressions. 
That  expression  he  would  neither  endea- 
vour to  palliate  or  retract.     But  he  did 
complain,  that  it  was  neither  fair  towards 
that  individual,  nor  perhaps  to  himself,  that 
any  casual  expression  he  might  have  made 
use  of  in  a  Select,  and  at  the  same  time, 
Secret  Committee,  should  have  been  so 
circulated  without  his  authority.     Some 
such  expression — the  words  he  did  not 
precisely  remember— he  did  apply  to  that 
non.  Gentleman.    It  was,  with  reference 
to  some  resolution  proposed  to  be  passed 
by  the  Committee,  and  added  to  the  Re- 
port, affecting  that  Gentleman's  conduct. 
On  that  occasion  he  did  say,  that  they 
could  not  pay  a  worse  compliment  to  the 
hon.   and  learned   Member  for  Dublin, 
than  by  adopting   any  resolution  which 
should  contain  the  information  that  the 
individual  alluded  to  had  ever  been  se- 
lected by  him  as  a  Member  for  an  Irish 
county:  Having  used  those  expressions^ 
and  as  they  had  been  put  before  the 
public,  he  did  not  wish  that  they  should 
be  construed  in  a  more  severe  sense  than 
he  intended  to  use  them.    He  might  find 
it  difficult  to  measure  his  expressions  of 
Mr,  Raphael ;  but  certainly  he  found  it 
more  difficult,  having  mentioned  the  nam^ 
of  that  gentleman  at  all,  to  apply  language 
to  him  in  a  place  where  he  bad  no  imme- 
diate opportunity  of  reply*      What  he 
(Lord  Francis  E^rton)  meant  to  imply 
by  that  expression  was,  that  Mr.  Raphael 
appeared  to  be  influenced  by  that  passion 
for  a  spurious  notoriety  which  led  to  con- 
duct marked  with  much  folly — more  par- 
ticularly at  an  age  to  which  be  had  arrived 
— iwhich  was  generally  allied  to  some  pride. 


racter,  passed  current  under  the  ttanp  of 
patriotism.    Engendered  as  such  a  cha- 
racter was  by  personal  vanity,  it  was  na- 
turally attended  with  an  acute  sensibility 
to  the  various  mortifications  and  disap- 
pointments which  in  the  world  we  lived  in 
formed  a  just  punishment  for  the  follies 
and  vanities  of  our  conduct.     It  was  that 
feeling  of  mortification  which  induced  Mr. 
Raphael,    perhaps  unconsciously   so,    to 
place  Mr.  0*Connell  in  such  a  light  before 
the  country  as  he  had  attempted ;    but, 
with  his  knowledge  of  the  facts,  he  clearly 
had  no  right  to  bring  that  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  either  before  that  House  or  the 
public.     He  (Lord  F.  Egerton)  knew  not 
what  the  effect  of  Mr.   Raphael's  letter 
might  have  been  on  others,  but  he  con- 
fessed the  effect  on  his  mind  was,  that 
Mr.  0*Connell  could  hardly  have  done 
other  than  feel  obliged  to  the  hon.  Gen» 
tleman  who  brought  forward  this  ques- 
tion, which  had  afforded  him  an  oppor- 
tunity of  disproving  the  charges  elsewhere, 
which  it  would  have  been  scarcely  possible 
for  him  to  have  done  satisfactorily  in  the 
body  of  that  House.    This  was  his  first 
impression  in  the  beginning;   though  he 
must  say,  that  if  anything  could  have  in- 
duced him  to  give  a  more  ready  credeince 
to  the  charges  against  the  hon.  and  learn- 
ed Gentleman,  it  would  have  been  the 
angry,  and  not  very  dignified,  tone  of  re- 
crimination upon  others,   in   which   the 
hon.  and   learned   Gentleman  indulged, 
when  the  subject  first  came  forward.    It 
would    be    for    the   House   to  consider 
whether  it  was  to  renew  the  inquiry,  by 
entering  further  into  the  matter,  or  to  let 
the  matter  rest  as  it  was.     For  his  own 
part  he  should  consider  it  perfectly  incon- 
sistent with  the  course   he  had  already 
pursued,  and  an  act  of  injustice  towards 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman,  to  do 
other  than  give  his  assent  to  the  proposi- 
tion of  the  hon.  Gentleman  opposite,  and 
to  vote  for  the  previous  question. 

Sir  Ronald  Fergusson^  having  been  per- 
sonally alluded  to  by  the  noble  Lord, 
hoped  the  House  would  allow  him  to 
trespass  on  their  attention  for  a  few  mo- 
ments. In  the  first  place,  he  could  assure 
the  noble  Lord,  that  in  any  expression  he 
might  have  used  in  the  speech  quoted  by 
the  Noble  Lord,  it  was  most  remote  from 
his  intention  to  make  allusion  to  the  noble 
Lord,  or  to  any  of  the  friends  who  now 


and  which  very  frecjuently,  until  events,  i  surrounded  him.    He  did  say  that  there 
or  the  influence  of  time,  changed  its  cha- 1  was  a  faction  in  this  country,  but  which 
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kt  triMlid  was  almost  extinct    He  did 
not  Udow  whether  his  words  were  cor- 
recdy  reported   or   not,   for  he  seldom 
reed  the  reports  of  his  speeches,  but  what 
he  stated  on  the  occasion  referred  to  was, 
that  let  any  administration  whatever  be 
brought  into  power  <»  and  he  was  then 
speaking  of  the  party  who  acted  consci- 
entiously— he  meant  the  high  Tories— 
they  must  not  only  promise  to  act  liberally, 
but  must  fulfil  that  promise.    He  thought 
be  had  stated  his  own  words  correctly, 
and  he  now  begged  to  repeat  them  before 
the  House*    But,  if  be  did  throw  any  sort 
of  slur  upon  certain  persons,  it  was  not, 
certainly,  upon  the  Members  of  the  Com- 
mittee»  nor  the  great  mass  of  Gentlemen 
whom  be  bad  then  the  honour  to  see  on 
Ibe  opposite  side  of  the  House;  but,  in 
bis  conscience,  be  believed,  that  tboee 
ktteia  that  were  btoudbt  before  the  public, 
were  biottgbt  to  lif^t  by  a  conspiracy*  He 
ceiled  it  a  conspiracy  when  a  body  of 
WMu,  wbo,  being  very  Utile,  or  baldly 
knovm  to  Mr*  Rapbae)*  bdd  coMtant 
CQsamimiealMDs  vittb  bim,  and  never  kfl 
bk  bouse  (wbicb  be  aupposed  Ibey  bad 
never  eeen  befoi%  or  since)  liU  tbey  «! 
nesaawon  of  certain  lelten,  in  oiw 
UMiil  tbey  sa%bt  nee  Ibcn  Id  ibe  injury  of 
a  tbnd  party.    If  ^bem  was  any  tnitb  in 
d«l  conjedureb  and  wbicb  be  believed  in 
bis  conscience  to  be  ttne«  k  would  be 
found  «nt«    He  vns  convinced  lkat»  upon 
inveelignlxosk  tbe  nasaea  of  ibe  perms 
wbo  fol  ibnee  papers  si^t  be  dsKeeeicd. 
\r  mb  lesfiMt  to  ibe  OamnMlasw  bn  Uigyjl 
as  sfeaaiw  tbalt  an  for  a»  lie  cnnU  judge,  aa 
nn  oM  MinsWrofibai  Hmk,  ibcn  never 
wws  a  OMnsakUM  nf  ^  Bowse  oi'^  Cook 
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lower  class  of  men,  and  be  most  sinceiuly 
believed  that  the  words  he  used  wkb  ie> 
ference  to  that  class  of  men,  were  most 
strictly  justi6able. 

Mr.Bama^  said,  that  as  a  Member  of 
the  Committee,  he  had  prepared  a  Report, 
but  the  hon.  Chairman  having  also  done 
the  same  thing,  bis  Repmrt  was  withdrawn. 
The  hon.  Member  thaiieadhis  Beport, 
which  stated  that  Mr.  Rapbad  agreed  to 
pay  a  sum  of  money  to  Mr.  O'Connell  and 
Mr.  Vigors,  upon  condit]<m  that  tb^ 
procured  him.  to  be  returned  a  Member ; 
that  the  money  was  not  agreed  to  be  paid 
for  any  ill^^  pnxpoee  ;  that  tbe  money 
had  been  received;  and  since  paid  to  deiny 
the  expenses  of  the  election  of  Vigots  and 
Riq^ael,  and  of  opposing  the  petition 
against  tbdr  return.  Sooi  be  beBeved 
were  tbe  focts. 

Mr.  ITflyfonridn  qoite  concarred  in  tbe 
several  statements  wbibh  badbeos  made 
respecting  tbe  perfect  unnimity  of  tin 
Committee  in  tbe  Refort  to  wbicb  tbey  knd 
cosse*    Tbe  firal  point    involved  in  tbe 
Report,  to  wUeb  be  vfidbed  lnaIlBAe,w«s 
that  wbk&  bid  seme  alicas  on  ^  genenl 
testtand  tenor  of  tbe  tmssnclion  bctwwen 
Mr.  grennril  and  BIr.  Raplmd;  and  ke 
wasdesirens  of  stann^in  wbwi  aenae  Im 
gave  bis  eonoBnenee  to  It.    He  dUea». 
^dertbatMr.  OT-gnntn bndncted vriA n 
singnbr  vmnt  of  cnatisn  in  aniuJnn   fen 

^    ef 
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esMssMt  Wr>  Sr  WW  newcws  ine&  nw 
pntHtknl  oipinMn  w«s«v«r  ndwimeed  ia  liuii 
Oiawmjien.  R<<tfvia>g  s^pswi  i»  ibe  »- 
imtt  nf  tbe  SMtibie  Ijm4^  be  begged  %> 
any,,  ibeit  b»  aaamwl  »eibew«ifa  tie  Wad 
wacd^  Wbaft  cunmiiciijsn  bssaaau^aeyctas^eer 

tbie  w^se  TiVnlpSw  tW  wA  MA  iiwwr  wirtisnce.. 
k'W  liai  l«en  n  Cv<M>wt<i&'<<wa>  tW  «nvfi» 
wf  tbe  i^woin^  vN«r  4  ba\«  Wmi  iWe  Vtnwr 
foe  ilL  iUt  W  ^^fOM  «!eaM«i  ibe  SMUib 
IjmA.  ibai  fit  VKMi  SUA  ^  )«n^  vv  »>  4« 
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to  say  one  word  upon  the  point    The  hon. 
and  learned  Memher  for  Bradford,  how- 
eyer,  io  one  remark  which  he  had  made 
upon  the  Report  of  the  Committee,  appeared 
to  think  that  they  had  only  acquitted  Mr. 
O'Connell  of  pecuniary  misconduct,,  and 
that  they  had  altogether  overlooked  his 
infringement  of  the  Act,  to  which  he  ad« 
verted  in  his  third  resolution.     In  short, 
the  hon.  Gentleman  appeared  to  think  that 
the  Committee  had  no  intention  to  acquit 
Mr.  O'Connell  of  having  made  a  corrupt 
bargain.    Now  he  must  beg  to  refer  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  to  the  last 
clause  of  the  Report  of  the  Committee.  It 
stated,  that  it  appeared  to  the  Committee 
that  this  money  ''  has  been  expended  by 
Mr.  Vigors  and  others  connected    with 
the  county  of  Carlow.'*     He  begged  the 
attention  of  hon.  Members  to  the  words 
that  followed,    *'  in  what  may  be  called 
legal  expenses,  or  expenses  so  unavoidable, 
that  jour  Committee  see  no  reason   to 
question  their  legality .**  Now  the  third 
resolution  which    the    hon.  and  learned 
gentleman  had  moved  was  to  this  effect  :— 
**  That  such  agreement  as  aforesaid  is  in 
violation  of  the  statute  jiassed  in  the  49th 
year  of  George  3rd.,  for  preventing  the 
giving  or  receiving  of  moneys,  or  any 
contract  or  agreement  to  procure,  or  endea^ 
▼oar  to  procure,  the  return  of  any  person 
to     serve  in    Parliament."    How    could 
it    possibly    enter    into   the    conception 
of    any  man   that    it  was  possible    for 
the  House  to  pronounce  Mr.  O'Connell 
guilty  of  a  violation  of  this  Act,  after  the 
Committee  had  pronounced  a  decided  and 
distinct  opinion  that  the  money  was  ex. 
pended  in  l^gal  expenses  only  ?   He  would 
now  read  the  proviso  of  the  statute.    It 
was  to  the  following  efkct :— "  Provided 
also*  and  be  it  further  enacted,  that  no- 
thing in  this  Act  contained  shall  extend,  or 
be  construed  to  extend,  to  any  money  paid, 
or    agreed   to    be   paid,   to    or  by  any 
person  for  any  legal  expenses  bond  Jide 
incurred  at   or    concerning   such    elec- 
tion."     He    conceived,    therefore,    that 
when  the   Committee    pronounced  that 
the   money  had  been  expended  in  legal 
expenses,  or  in  expenses  so  nearly  legal, 
tb«t  they  saw  no  reason  to  question  their 
legalityt  Mr.  O'Connell  was  acquitted  by 
them  of  any  charge  that  was,  or  could  be 
mads,  or  founded,  on  the  Act  of  the  49th 
Geo.  Srd.,  on  which  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  relied  in  his  resolution.     He 
urould  not  trouble  the  House  any  further. 
He  had  thought  it  unnecessary  to  advert 
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to  this  point,  because  it  had  struck  him  as 
a  most  extraordinary  circumstance,  that 
when  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
referred  to  the  statute,  he  should  have  so 
completely  overlooked  this  very  important 
passage  in  the  Report  of  the  Committee. 

Lord  John  Russell:  Sir,  I  feel  it  in- 
cumbent upon  me  to  state  to  the  House, 
an  accusation  having  been  brought  for- 
ward by  one  hon.  Member  of  this  House 
against  another  hon.  Member,  professing 
at  the  same  time  to  set  aside,  by  the  reso- 
lutions of  this  House,  the  decision  of  a 
Select  Committee.  I  say.  Sir,  I  feel  it 
incumbent  upon  me  to  state  to  the  House 
my  strong  sense  of  the  duty  which  now 
devolves  upon  it,  to  decide  between  that 
accuser  and  that  Committee,  and  to  de- 
clare, whether  the  resolutions  of  grave 
censure,  which  the  former  has  proposed, 
shall  be  adopted,  or  whether  the  House  is 
prepared  to  agree  with,  and  to  confirm, 
the  decision  of  its  Committee.  It  wa$ 
for  this  reason  that  I  interrupted  my  hon. 
Friend,  who  acted  as  Chairman  of  the 
Committee  (Mr.  Ridley  Colborne)  when 
he  was  about  to  propose  the  previous  ques- 
tion, because  I  thought  to  agree  to  the  pre- 
vious question  upon  so  grave  a  matter- 
leaving,  in  fact,  the  substance  and  the  pro- 
priety of  the  course  adopted  by  thehon.  Mem- 
ber for  Bradford,  leaving  the  character  and 
conduct  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Dublin,  and  leaving,  I  must  say  like- 
wise, the  judgment  and  integrity  of  the 
Committee  itself  at  once  and  together  in 
doubt  and  uncertainty — would  be  to  pur- 
sue a  course  which  it  is  not  fitting  for  this 
House,  consistently  with  its  character,  to 
adopt.  I  must  say,  that  in  the  few  ob- 
servations which  I  shall  feel  it  my  duty  to 
offer,  I  shall  enter  but  little  into  the  case, 
scarcely  at  all  into  the  evidence  given 
before  the  Committee.  I  shall  place 
myself  upon  the  ground  on  which  I  think 
we  ought  to  stand-^that  we  have  ap- 
pointed a  Committee,  of  the  fairness  of 
which,  at  the  time  of  its  appointment,  no 
man  expressed,  or  could  express,  a  doubt, 
that  that  Committee  conducted  its  pro- 
ceedings as  we  have  heard  from  its  Mem<< 
bers,  and  from  the  accused  party  himself, 
with  the  greatest  attention  and  deliber- 
ation, and  that  that  Committee  —  as 
appears  as  well  I  think  from  the  opinions 
recorded  in  their  Report,  as  from  the 
speeches  we  have  heard  from  its  Members 
to-night— arrived  at  their  decision,  after 
a  very  grave  and  anxious  consideration. 
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nninduenced  by  all  party  feelings,  and 
guided  only  by  their  conscientious  obli- 
gations. Then,  Sir,  I  should  say,  such 
having  been  the  course  of  the  House,  and 
we  having  before  us  the  decision  of  the 
Committee,  that  unless  some  very  cogent 
and  strong  reasons  are  shown  to  us  for 
distrusting  their  opinion's,  or  casting  dis- 
credit on  their  integrity,  the  best  course 
for  us  to  adopt  will  be,  not  to  re-sift  and 
re-examine  the  evidence,  but  to  trust  to 
those  who  heard  it  given  before  the  Com- 
mittee, and  to  rest  satisfied  with  the 
opinion  which  was  the  unanimous  opinion 
of  the  various  parties  appointed  upon  it, 
and  which  was  eiven  as  their  deliberate 
decision  to  this  House.  Let  me  go  back. 
Sir,  to  the  appointment  of  the  Committee, 
because  I  wish  to  show  in  what  sense  I 
was  a  party  to  its  appointment,  and  to 
explain,  as  I  trust  I  shall  be  enabled  to 
do,  the  grounds  upon  which  I  ask  the 
House  to  agree  with  me  on  the  present 
occasion.  In  the  first  place,  T  will  say 
now,  although  I  never  declared  the  opinion 
before,  that  it  appeared  to  me,  when  I 
first  read  these  charges,  when  I  first 
read  the  letters,  and  compared  them 
with  the  act  of  49  Qeo.  3rd,  on  which  the 
charge  in  the  public  prints  was  attempted 
to  be  established,  that  I  considered  the 
whole  accusations  as  of  a  Tery  trumpery 
nature,  founded,  perhaps,  upon  blameable 
expressions,  and  founded  upon  conduct 
which,  although  not  strictly  conformable 
to  that  which  ought  to  be  observed,  with 
reference  to  Parliamentary  proceedings,  is 
still  totally  free  from  suspicion,  and  which 
is  pursuea,  again  and  again,  on  the  occa- 
sion of  every  general  election,  by  a  num- 
ber of  persons  who  have  no  notion,  no 
conception,  that,  by  adopting  that  con- 
duct, they  are  violating  any  of  the  orders 
of  this  House.  Although  I  entertain  this 
opinion  at  the  outset,  it  appeared  to  me, 
that  the  best  course  to  take  was,  not  to 
brine:  this  question  into  angry  discussion 
in  this  House.  I  did  not  feel  sure,  that 
this  House,  which,  by  its  own  decision, 
had  declared  itself  incapable,  as  a  body, 
of  deciding  fairly  and  justly  upon  election 
matters,  affecting  the  seats  of  individuals, 
might  not  have  come,  I  will  not  say  to 
an  unjust  vote,  but  to  a  decision  without 
a  proper  consideration  of  the  case,  and 
thus  have  afllixed  to  it  a  character  which 
did  not,  in  fact  and  in  justice,  belong  to 
it.  In  saying  this,  I  am  imputing  nothing 
to  the  party  I  now  tee  opposite— nothitt^ 


more,  at'  all  events,  (ban  the  Qraavilk 
Act  has  imputed  to  all  the  Members  of 
this  House.    I  felt  sure,  that  if  we  se- 
lected from  this  House  a  body  of  indivi- 
duals^select  them  almost  how  we  might 
— that  they,  Gentlemen  of  known  honour, 
integrity,  acting  as  individuals  upon  their 
individual  pledges  of  responsibility,  and 
with  the  honour  and  integrity  of  Eoglish 
Gentlemen,  would    decide  according  to 
the  facts  and  the  evidence,  whether  that 
decision  might  be  advantageous  to  their 
own  party  views  or  no.    Such   was  my 
expectation — on   this  point   I  was  most 
anxious :  and  happy  am  I  to  say,  that  the 
event  coincided  with  my  anticipations.    I 
was  most  anxious,  that  before  the  Select 
Committee  was  appointed,  there  should 
be  no  declaration  of  opinion,  and  no  im- 
mediate discussion  which  could  by  possi- 
bility have  the  effect  of  influencing  the 
feelings  of  its  Members.    The  Committee 
was  named,  and,  as  I  have  already  said, 
was  universally  allowed  to  be  a  fair  one. 
1  will  not  now  allude— because  I  did  not 
mean  to  lay  any  weight  upon  the  circum- 
stance— to  the  opinions  of  some   of  its 
Members;  such  as  the  noble  Lord  foe 
instance  who  has  just  spoken.     I   rely 
upon  the  fact,  that  its  Members  were  men 
to  whom  the  House  of  Commons  mieht 
safely  confide  the  keeping  of  its  Parlia- 
mentary reputation,  and  the  preservation 
of  its  Parliamentary   honour.     After    a 
deliberate  and  patient  investigation ,  this 
Committee  arrives  at  an  unanimous  deci- 
sion. We  have  scarcely  heard  to-night^  that 
there  was  any  substantial  difierence  of  opio-^ 
ion  on  the  subject  matter  of  their  report. 
Shades  of  opinion  there  might  be.    Differ* 
ent  individuals  might  entertain  different 
views  of  the  proper  mode  of  expression 
their  opinions  in  writing,  but  real    smd 
substantial  difference    there  was    none; 
the  Committee    were  unanifflous.       We 
are  then  asked  by  the  hon.  and  lesumed 
Member  for  Bradford  whc^ly  to  set  aside 
this  decision,  and  not  only  to  go  back  lo 
the  accusation  which  he  stated   to    tba 
House,  when  the  question  was  first  smder 
consideration,  bat  to  sanction  an 
tion  of  that  opinion,  and 
contained  in  his  speech,  and  I  thmk   m 
his  resolutions,  amounting  to  a  dsMqfa  of 
pecuniary  corruption,  and  olher  mottoaa* 
tions  which  he  formerly  alMidoMd«  but 
now,  when  the  Commitlfli  iMttv 
gated  the  wboift  Mbj 
Ii  is  saidplliA-IMVW  ii  Ito  *  suid 
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t roper  tribunal  to  decide  between  the| 
on.  and  learned  Member  for  Bradford, 
and  Mr.  O'Connell.  I  totally  differ  from 
the  bon.  and  learned  Member.  I  give 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  full 
credit  for  the  motives  which  have  induced 
htm  to  bring  the  question  forward,  but  I 
think  he  has  totally  misapprehended  the 
evidence  he  has  read.  In  all  he  has 
stated  I  could  see  nothing  to  bear  out 
the  grave  charges  he  has  made;  on  the 
contrary,  the  quotations  made  from  the 
evidence  by  my  hon.  Friend,  the  Mem- 
ber for  Wells,  the  Chairman  of  the  Com* 
mittee,  appeared  to  me  to  be  decisive 
of  the  facts^—the  simple  facts— of  the  case. 
These  facts  are,  that  Mr.  Vigors  proposed 
to  Mr.  Raphael  that  he  should  become  a 
candidate  for  the  county  of  Carlow,  that 
Mr.  Raphael  showed  a  great  inclination 
to  become  a  candidate  for  the  county, 
but  that  Mr.  Vigors  intimated,  that  he 
would  be  expected  to  pay  the  expenses  of 
the  contest,  he  said  he  should  be  glad  to 
have  some  certain  amount  of  expense 
stated;  and  that  then,  as  I  think,  Mr. 
Raphael  states,  if  I  have  not  mistaken^ 
hia  evidence,  in  consequence  of  his  (that 
is,  Mr.  Raphael's)  being  anxious  that  the 
exact  sum  should  be  stated,  Mr.  Vigors 
tinenttoned  the  sum  of  2,000/.  Well,  in 
eonaeqoence  of  Mr.  Raphael's  wish,  Mr. 
Vigors  names  this  sum  of  2,000/.,  and 
afterwards  leaves  the  case  to  the  decision 
«f  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Dub- 
lin. That  hon.  and  learned  Member  in- 
volves himself  in  the  matter,  as  I  think 
very  rftshly ;  and  in  terms  which  I  think 
deserve  the  kind  of  intimated  censure 
whieh  has  been  passed  upon  them,  for 
Ihey  are  liable  to  much  suspicion,  pledges 
himself,  in  fkcti  to  finish  this  sort  of 
treaty  with  Mr.  Raphaek  Mr.  Vigors 
then  lays,  *«  I  will  Uke  the  2,000/.  for 
this  election  at  Carlow.''  He  does  take 
the  2,000/.,  and  he  does  pay  the  election 
expenses.  Such,  denuded  of  the  various 
eircometances  with  which  they  are  involved, 
•re  the  facte  on  which  so  much  has  been 
ilM.  Now  I  alk,  is  it  possible  to  found 
n  oblige  against  the  hon.  and  learned 
MeittlMff  fbr  Dublin  on  such  grounds  ae 
tkesi  f  ^  ^tftftw  <fl  it  possible  for  us  to  fix  a 
cfwtgi  dftlloiiiiality  upon  that  Gentleman 
fyt  cOnftKfcWMih  we  all  well  know  takes 
place  lit  imy  iMiiOni  when  Mr.  0*Con* 
nail  nrftefk  lidlrtlit  M^  money  for  him  se  1  f, 

__^_      ^^ ty  to  etpending 

^^  MBPi'V''^B^'^^'PWM^  ittd|  there** 


fbre,  is  not  guilty  on  both  the  counU 
which  a  noble  Friend  of  mine  said  were 
involved  in  the  charges — either  of  pecu- 
niary corruption  on  his  own  account,  or 
in  being  a  party  to  corrupting  the  purity 
of  the  electors  of  Carlow  ?  Such  being  the 
state  of  the  case,  I,  for  one^  call  upon  the 
House  to  confirm  the  Report  of  their  own 
Committee,  and  to  agree  to  an  amendment. 

Mr.  Williams  Wynn:  I  rise  to  order. 
Sir.  I  understood  the  hon.  Gentleman, 
the  Chairman  of  the  Committee,  to  move 
the  previous  question. 

The  Speaker  understood  that  the  hon. 
Member,  the  Chairman  of  the  Committee, 
was  about  to  move  the  previous  question 
when  the  noble  Lord  (Lord  John  Russell) 
interposed,  and  that  he  then  concluded 
his  speech  without  doing  so. 

Mr.  Wiiliams  Wynn  regretted  that  be 
had  interrupted  the  noble  Lord.  Afler 
what  had  fallen  from  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman in  the  Chair,  he  bad  no  doubt  he 
was  mistaken. 

Lord  John  Ruisell:  I  have  no  doubt 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  mistaken. 
Directly  my  hon.  Friend  Intimated  his 
intention  of  moving  the  previous  ques- 
tion, I  interposed  and  objected  to  his 
doing  so.  No  previous  question  was 
moved  by  my  hon.  Friend,  nor  has  any 
such  motion  been  put  from  the  Chair. 

Mr.  Law  rose,  and  said,  I  submit  to 
you.  Sir,  that  the  motion  was  made  by 
the  hon.  Gentleman,  and  seconded  by 
the  noble  Lord  near  me  (Lord  Francis 
Egerton),  and  that  it  should  be  put  from 
the  Chair.  [Loud  cries  o/"  Order!"] 

The  Speaker :  If  I  am  in  error  upon  the 
point,  I  very  touch  regret  it ;  but  I  cer- 
tainly understood  the  fact  to  be  as  I  have 
already  stated  it  to  the  House.  The  hon. 
Member,  the  Chairman  of  the  Committee, 
intimated  his  intention  of  moving  the  pre- 
vious question.  In  consequence  of  his 
having  done  so,  I  regardedHhe  conclusion 
of  his  speech  attentively ;  but  I  certainly 
did  not  understand  that  he  concluded  with 
any  motion.  If  I  misundentood  the  hon. 
Gentleman  I  am  extremely  sorry  for  it ; 
but  this  was  my  impression.  If  it  be  cor- 
rect, th^bon.  Gentleman  will  confirm  it; 
if  incorrect,  the  hon.  Gentleman  will  set 
me  right. 

Mr.  Ridley  Colbome:  I  beg  to  state 
distinctly,  Sir,  that  your  understanding 
of  what  occurred  is  perfectly  correct.  I 
stated  at  the  commencement  of  my  speech, 
that  I  decidedly  objected  to  the  resolu- 
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iiotH  of  ihe  htm.  and  Innifd  Member  for 
Bradford:  and  that  it  va«  mj  mtestioo 
to  move  the  prerioos  question.  As  I  was 
piDC«edir«S  to  do  so,  I  was  interrupted  bj 
Uie  noble  Lord  and  other  hon.  Members, 
and  I  concluded  by  saying,  that  I  left  the 
question  in  the  hands  of  the  Hoose. 

f>&rd  John  Russell  again  presented  him. 
fe\(f  but  the  coofusion  on  the  Opposition 
side  of  the  House  was  so  great  that  the 
noble  Lord  was  quite  unable  to  proceed. 
After  a  short  time, 

Mr.  Methuen  said.  Sir,  I  rise  to  order. 
Hon*  Members  opposite  are  interrupting 
the  noble  Jx^rd,  without  ha?ing  any  claim 
whatever  upon  the  House.  I  submit  to 
^ou,  Hir,  that  this  proceeding  is  highly 
irre^^ular, 

lx>rd  Francis  Egerton  merely  wished  to 
say,  that  if  the  Speaker  had  misappre- 
hended what  actually  occurred,  he  had 
also  the  bad  fortune  of  not  having  a  right 
conception  of  it.  He  certainly  had  been, 
from  the  beginning  to  the  end  of  his 
speech,  under  the  impression  that  the 
hon.  Member  had  signified  his  intention 
of  moving  the  previous  question ;  and  he 
had  said — not  tnat  be  seconded  the  motion, 
but  that  he  would  support  it* 

Mr,  Law :  Sir,  I  rise  to  order*  I  ap- 
prehend it  is  open  to  any  hon.  Member  to 
take  upon  himself  the  burthen  of  speaking 
to  order.  I  rise  to  order.  I  distinctly 
heard  the  hon.  Gentleman,  who  has  ad- 
dressed the  Chair  (Mr.  R.  Colborne),  state 
tliat  he  intended  to  move  the  previous 
question.  I  as  distinctly  heard  the  noble 
Lord  who  has  just  sat  down,  say  at  the 
conclusion  of  his  speech,  that  he  intended 
to  second  it.  I  submit,  Sir,  that  as  one 
hon.  Member  has  signified  his  intention  of 
moving  the  previous  question,  and  another 
hon.  Member  has  spoken  in  support  of  the 
motion,  it  cannot  be  withdrawn  without 
the  permission  of  the  House,  and  should 
be  put  from  the  Chair, 

l^ord  John  Ruisell :  The  misconception 
was  a  very  natural  one,  Sir,  no  doubt ; 
but  t  hope  it  is  now  cleared  up,  and  that 
it  is  distinctly  understood  that,  in  point  of 
ftict,  no  amendment  has  been  put.  No 
question  having  been  put  from  the  Chair, 
I  have  reserved  to  myself  the  right, 
and  that  right  1  mean  to  claim,  of  moving 
an  amendment  myself.  I  \9m  about  to 
state,  that  this  Report  having  been  drawn 
up  as  a  continuous  Report,  and  not  in 
the  form  of  resolutions,  I  cannot  move  that 
it  l)e  read  as  a  series  of  resolutions,  and 


that  the  Home  agree  to  die  and  mdo* 
tions.     I  can,  however,  move  a  aeries  of 
resolutions,  which  sue  drawn  «p  io  coa- 
formity  with,  and  are  in  the  exact  tenu 
of,  the  Report  of  the  Select  Committee ; 
and  this.  Sir,  is  the  coarse  which,  before  I 
sit  down,  I  mean  to  porsne.     There  is 
one  other  point,  however,  upon  whkh  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Bradford 
touched,  to  which  I  must  first  advert,  and 
his  allusion  to  which  renders  it,  in  my 
mind,  still  more  necessary  that  the  Hoose 
should  pronounce    some    more   decisive 
opinion  upon  the  subject  than  they  would 
by  agreeing  to  the  previous  question.  The 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Bradford 
has  brought  down  several  resolutions;  but 
if  the  House  adopt  one  upon  the  point  to 
which  I  am  about  to  advert,  it  will,  in 
effect,  criminate  Mr.  O'Connell  to  a  very 
great  extent.   The  hon.  and  learned  (jen- 
tleman  says,  that  Mr.  O'Connell,  having 
in  his  hands  the  sum  of  1,000/.  belonging 
to  Mr.  Raphael,  did  at  that  time  apply  to 
the  Government  to  have  Mr.  Raphael 
made  a  Baronet.    This  I  understand  to 
be  the  statement  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member    for  Bradford,   and  wbich^  al- 
though he  did  not  so  put  it — 

Mr.  Hardy :  It  may  save  the  noble  Lord 
some  trouble  if  J  state  what  I  did  really 
say — namely,  that  Mr.  O'Connell  had,  oa 
the  drd  of  August,  to  his  account,  in  his 
banker's  hands,  money,  to  the  amount  of 
900/.  or  1 ,000/.,  belonging  to  Mr.  Raphael,. 
and  that  at  that  time  he  made  the  offer  of 
a  baronetcy  to  him. 

Lord  John  Russell:  I  will  endeavoar  to 
repeat  the  words  of  the  hon.  and  Ic^amed 
Gentleman,  and  if  I  am  again  wrong  he 
will  correct  me.      What  the  hon*  and 
learned  Gentleman  has  now  stated  is,  that 
Mr.  O'Connell,  having  in  his    bauker*a 
hands  900/.  or  1,000/.  belonging  to  Mr. 
Raphael,  did,  at  that  time,  make  tui  ofier 
of  a  baronetcy  to  him.    I  understood  thai 
statement  to  mean — the  boo*  and  learned 
Member  will  correct  me  if  I  am  wronp  in 
this — that  Mr.  O'Connell,  having   in   hia 
possessbn,  money  of  Mr.  Raphael**  arhich 
he  had  not   accounted  for,  did 
vour  to  prevail  upon  Mr.  Raphael 
an  honour,  which  he  represented  it  t^  fae  in 
his  power  to  offer,  as  a 
equivalent  for  the  aeltleioeiii  of 
count.  [Lomdeheert^ 
No!  The  hon.  and 
Bradford  did  nol 
I  but  with 
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learned  Gentleman  couple  the  two  facts 
together— for  what  possible  reason  he  put 
this  account  in  his  banker's  hands,  on  the 
one  side,  with  the  offer  to  make  Mr.  Ra- 
phael a  Baronet,  on  the  other,  I  cannot 
understand,  unless  it  was  with  the  inten- 
tion of  imputing  some  criminality  of  this 
kind  to  Mr.  O'Connell.    Sir,  I  say  that  it 
is  most  unfair  and  most  unjust  to  make  an 
accusation  of  this  nature,  and  not  to  put 
it  in  the  shape  of  a  direct  charge.     I  say, 
that  it  is  most  unfair  and  most  unjust  to 
bring  forward  a  variety  of  resolutions  em* 
bodying  the  acts  of  Mr.  0*Connell,  de- 
claring that  he  has  been  guilty  of  a  breach 
of  privilege,  and  a  violation  of  the  Act  of 
Parliament;  and  yet  to  make  this  an  in- 
sinuation instead  of  a  prominent  charge. 
What  is  there  after  all  in  this  proposal 
which  hasbeen  made  the  subject  of  so  much 
discussion,  to  get  Mr.  Raphael  made  a 
Baronet  ?   What  is  there,  but  that  Mr. 
O'Connell    suspected  Mr.    Raphael  had 
suffered  very  much  from  the  transaction, 
and  that  his  vanity  would  be  gratified  by 
the  offer  of  a  baronetcy  ?    I  think  it  was 
exceedingly  improper  in  Mr.  O'Connell  to 
write  any  such  offer,  or  make  any  such 
offer,  but  to  found  on  this  circumstance  a 
charge  of  criminality  is  the  very  utmost 
height  of   extravagance.       Nobody    has 
ever  provcd,nobody  has  ever  attempted  to 
prove,  that  Mr.  O'Connell  ever,  in  con- 
nexion  with  this  transaction,  asked  any 
Member  of  the  Government  to  make  that 
compensation  to  Mr.  Raphael,  still  less  has 
any  bon.  Member  attempted  to  prove  that 
any  Member  of  the  Government  ever  lis- 
tened to  such  a  proposition ;  and  not  now 
finding  Mr.  Raphael  to  be  any  other  than 
he  was,  what  a  failure  is  this  on  the  part 
of  Mr.  O'Connell.    Here  is  a  man  who,  it 
is  said,  every  day,  every  morning,  every 
noon,  every  night,  in  both  Houses  of  Par- 
liament, is  the  man  who  directs  the  whole 
Cfovemment — the  man  who  can  do  every- 
thing he    wishes — the    man    who  reigns 
paramount  in  Ireland — under  whose  .su* 
premacy  the  Lord-Lieutenant  does  nothing 
but  obey  his  dictates  and  fulfil  his  direc- 
tions— and  yet|  after  all^  this  all-powerful 
man  is  totally  unable  to  prevail  on  any 
Member  of  the  Government  to  make  the 
Sheriff  of  London  a  Baronet.     All   the 
charges  are  trumpery ;  but  this,  after  all, 
is  the  most  trumpery,  the  most  frivolous, 
ibe  most  contemptible  of  the  whole.    I 
really  wonder  that  the  hon.  and  learned 

i3«nttemaii  who  has  studied  the  subject  so 


much,  should  have  thought  it  worth  while 
to  say  anything  about  it.      I    will  con- 
clude   by    stating    my    opinion    of    the 
whole  transaction,  and  the  manner  in  which 
it  has  been  brought  forward.     I  do  not 
believe  that  my  hon.  and  gallant  Friend 
whose  speech  has  been  referred  to  to-night 
(Sir  Ronald  Fergusson),  meant  any  such 
thing  as  that  the  party  I  see  opposite  were 
engaged  in  any  plot  or  conspiracy  to  ruin 
Mr.  O'Connell  on  a  false  accusation  ;  but 
this  I  do  say,  and  I  do  believe — that  the 
minds  of  many  have  been  warped  and  per- 
verted on  this  subject,  by  the  grossest  mis- 
representations, got  up  by  dirty  and  base 
creatures ;  who,  seeing  the  cause  of  liberal 
Government  going  onward  in   England, 
and  the  cause  of  religious  liberty  flourish- 
ing in  all  parts  of  the  United  Kingdom, 
have  thought  that,  if  they  could  not  with- 
stand the  mighty  and  irresistible  arguments 
by  which  the  great  and  holy  cause  is  sup- 
ported— that  if  they  could  not  overthrow 
the  reasons  and  arguments  in  which  the 
best  and  brightest  men  who  have  lived 
during  the  last  century  in  England,  have 
concurred^  they  might  at  least  be  able  to 
fix  upon  an  inaividual  of  great  influence 
in  Ireland,  to  endeavour  to  fasten  upon  him 
the  stain  of  criminality  ;  and  through  him  to 
injure  and  subvert  thecausewith  which  he  is 
intimately  connected.  I  have  said,  already, 
that  I  did  entertain  some  fears,  that  if  this 
question  had  been  brought  forward  at  an 
earlier  period,  a  great  portion  of  the  Tory 
— or,  as  the  noble  Lord  has  said,  to  use 
a   milder  term,   "  Conservative " — party, 
might  have  been  induced  to  take  a  part  in 
these  false,  unfounded,  and  gross  accusa- 
tions.    But  I  am  glad  to  see  that,  by  the 
course  this  House  has  pursued,  in  appoint- 
ing a  Committee  of  men  who  were  to  act 
in  their  individual  capacity,  that  great  party 
is  saved  from  this  great  disgrace.     They 
have  had  nothing  to  do  with  this  disgrace  ; 
on  the  contrary,  they  have  proved  on  the 
Committee,  that  whatever  their  objections 
to  the  individual,  whatever  their  dislike  of 
his  political  conduct,  whatever  their  dread 
of  his  political  influence,  they  were  ready  to 
do  him  the  fullest  and  most  impartial 
justice,  when  he  was  brought  before  them 
as  a  judicial  tribunal.    I  ask  the  House  of 
Commons  to  ratify  the  honour  of  those 
Members  and  of  that  party,  and  to  agree 
with  me  in  sanctioning  the  proceedings  of 
that  Committee.     And  sure  am  I  that  we 
shall  all  have  reason  to  rejoice,  if,  upon  a 
subject  60  peculiarly  calculated  to  excite 
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partj  aaimaMliei^  wt  are  able  to  tay,  that 
an  aecttsatkm  having  been  brought  forward 
agaioft  a  |«opolar  leader  y  which  a  large  party 
10  the  Hooae  of  Commons  might  have  made 
their  own,  they  ifanink  from  that  which 
they  Uiottght  wai  an  iojattice,  and  all  coo* 
corred  with  those  who  were  the  most  opposed 
to  them  in  politics,  in  saying,  that,  whatever 
mi^ht  be  their  political  differences  to  an 
indfvfdosi,  injustice  should  not  be  done 
by  the  British  flonse  of  Commons*  The 
noble  Lord  concluded  by  moving  a 
s«frks  of  Resolutions  which  were  read  as 
follows:— > 

^Ist,  That  it  If  the  opinion  of  this  House, 
thst  Mr.  O'Connell  addretsed  a  letter  bearing 
date  the  Itt  of  June,  1835,  to  Mr.  Raphael, 
in  which  an  agreement  for  Mr.  Raphael's 
return  for  the  county  of  Carlow,  &r  2,000/. 
was  concluded. 

**  2nd.  That  it  If  the  opinion  of  this  House, 
that  the  whole  tone  and  tenor  of  this  letter 
were  calculated  to  excite  much  suspicion  and 
grave  animadversion ;  but  they  must  add,  that 
upon  a  very  careful  investigation ,  it  appeared  that 
previ'iu^  r.onferences  and  communications  had 
taken  place  between  Mr.  Raphael,  Mr.  Vigors, 
and  iHhcr  persons  connected  with  the  county 
of  Carlow,  and  that  Mr.  0*ConneU  was  acting 
on  thH  occasion  at  the  expressed  desire  of  Mr. 
Haphftel  and  was  the  only  medium  between 
Mr,  Raphael,  and  Mr.  Vigors,  and  the  political 
t'lub  at  ('arlow. 

**  3rd.  That  it  Is  the  opinion  of  this  House, 
that  the  money  was  paid  to  Mr.  O'ConnelPs 
Kcnsral  account  at  his  bankers  in  London ;  it 
was,  however,  advanced,  the  moment  it  was 
failed  for,  to  Mr.  Vigors ;  and,  though  some  of 
U  wa4  paid  in  hills,  the  discount  was  allowed  } 
the  amount,  thrrefore,  was  available  whenever 
wanted,  and  no  charge  of  a  pecuniary  cha« 
ractfvr  can  he  nltachrd  to  Mr.  O  Connell. 

**  4lh.  That  it  is  the  opinion  of  this  House, 
that  thi«  m(»ney  has  been  expended  under  the 
itiimediate  direction  of  Mr.  vigors  and  others 
connecliid  with  the  county  of  Carlow,  on  what 
may  Imi  called  legal  expenses,  or  so  unavoid* 
able  that  this  House  see  no  reason  to  question 
their  b't^nlity,  ami  that  the  balance  was  absorbed 
in  do  Ending  the  return  of  Mr.  Raphael  and 
Mr,  Vigors  l>rfors  the  Committee  sppointtd 
to  investigate  it  on  the  26tb  of  July,  1835.'^ 

t«(ird  Sinnhy  stated,  that  if  he  came 
down  to  tho  House  with  considerable  diffi- 
nilty  and  doubt  as  to  the  course  which  he 
should  fpf  I  it  to  bo  his  duty  to  pursue  on 
the  motiott  which  had  been  brought  for* 
ward  on  this  subject— which  had  not  re« 
roivnd  hia  B(H)uirscrnce,  nor,  iiulsed,  had 
hf>  c»apre«s<Ml  an  opinion  one  wav  or  other 
tMt  ihii  fuhpot,  for  nothing  had  been  sub« 
mitted  to  hitn— that  tlitttculty  and  doubt 
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statemeDt  made  by  the  bon.  Member  for 
Wells,   and  aobseqoeotly  by  the  noble 
Member  for  Sooth  Lancashire.    It  ««, 
certamly,    not    improper  that  the  hen. 
Member  for  Wells  shoukl  have  given  his 
opinion  as  Chairman  of  the  Committee, 
that  it  was  expedient  that  no  farther  in- 
quiry should  be  pursued  by  the  House. 
Certainly  it  waa  not  his  intention  to  throw 
any  imputation  on  the  Report  which  had 
been  made  with  the  authority  of  the  Com- 
mittee«  but  the  question  appeared  to  be, 
as  to  the  mode  of  escaping  from  the  coa- 
sideration  of  the  motion  of  his  bon.  and 
learned  Friend,  the  Member  for  Bradford. 
If,  then,  there  was  difficulty  before,  it  had 
been  increased  by  the  course  pursued  by 
his  noble  Friend  (Lord  J.  Russell).    He 
thought  that,   instead  of  proposing  ifae 
aroeodment,  that  it  would  have  been  better 
to  let  the  House  pursue  the  course  that 
had  been  previously  suggested,  and  to 
have  let  the  matter  be  closed  with  the  ob- 
servations that  had  fallen  from  his  noble 
Friend.    He  regretted  the  course  that  bad 
been  taken,  and  under  the  great  difficul- 
ties of  the  subject,   and  with  the  strong 
feelings  which  he  entertained,  he  felt  it 
very  difficult,   if  not  impossible,  for  the 
reasons  which  he  would  state  to  the  Hoose 
to  agree  in  the  amendment  of  bis  noble 
Friend.     He  confessed,  from  the  tenor  of 
the  early  part  of  the  speech  of  his  noble 
Friend,  he  thought  that  he  had  been  pre- 
pared to  vote  for  the  previous  question, 
for  the  argument  of  his  noble  Friend  was 
precisely  that  which  he  should  have  used 
nad  he  been  urging  bon.  Gentlemen  to 
support  the    previous  question,  namely, 
that  the  House  having  delegated  the  in- 
quiry to  another  tribunal,  namely,  to  a  Se- 
lect Committee  of  that  House,  and  had  left 
it  to  the  Members  of  that  Committee  to 
form  their  judgment  on  the  evidence  to  be 
taken  before  them,  that  it  did  not  wish  to 
puih  the  inquiry  further.    The  object  of 
nis  noble  Friend,  however,  went  further, 
although  he  had  stated  certain  grounds 
foir  pressing  the  previous  question,  for  be 
stated  that  it  would  appear,  if  they  did  not 
adopt  the  amendment,  Uiat  they  cast  a  alur 
on  toe  Committeawhich  they  bad  appointed, 
which  certainly  was  very  different  from  whet 
had  been  atated  by  the  bon.  Member  for 
Wells,  the  Chairman  of  the  Committee. 
He  begged  the  Honse  to  recollect  the 
course  that  had  been  taken  on  this  quea- 
tioa»    Before,  however,  reminding  tham 
of  thill  h9  Ml  boiiod  to  aay,  thatbecoo* 
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ftssod,  thitt  he  had  heard  with  some  de- 
gree of  surprise  aa  expressioQ  from  his 
noble  Friend,  as  well  as  from  the  hon. 
4ind  learned  Member  for  Dublin— namely, 
that  the  charge  was  a  trumpery  charge. 
He  thought,  and  he  took  the  liberty  of 
enpressing  his  opinion  on  a  former  occa- 
•ioD,  that,  under  the  circumstances  under 
which  the  charge  was  submitted  to  the 
House,  and  upon  the  face  of  the  case,  and 
under  the    allegations  brought  forward, 
that  they  ought  not  to  let  the  matter  drop 
until  the  time  had  arrived  when  tbey  had 
disproved  or  conBrmed  it.     He  confessed, 
that  in  his  opinion,  the  charge  brought 
against  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Dublin  waa  not  one  which  under  any  cir- 
cumstances he  could  consider  as  a  trum- 
pery charge,  or  one  which  should  be  so 
.designated  by  his  noble  Friend,  the  first 
Minister  of  the  Crown  in  that  House,  and 
who    had    constantly   prided  himself  as 
being  the  first    champion  of    purity  of 
election    throughout    the   whole    of   his 
career,  and  the  most  constant  and  un- 
wearied opponent  of  anything  calculated 
to  throw  suspicion  on  the  character  of  the 
constituency  of  a  borough  or  county,  or  on 
the  conduct  of  an  individual  Member  of 
that  House.     When  this  case  was  stated, 
he  was  surprised  to  hear  such  expressions 
as  he  had  alluded  to  fall  from  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Dublin,  and  he 
(Lord  Stanley)  spoke  of  that  hon.  Gen- 
tleman in  his  absence  as  openly  and  as 
fully,  and  not  more  so,  than  in  his  pre- 
geoce— :he  repeated,  that  he  was  surprised 
to  hear  that  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
aay,  that  that  charge  was  of  so  light  and 
trivial  a  nature,  that  it  was  a  matter  of 
no  importance  whether  it  was  decided 
sooner  or  later  by  a  Committee  ;  and  he 
(Lord  Stanley)  tnen  stated  plainly  and 
clearly,  but  not  too  strongly,  that  if  he 
bad  had  the  same  charge  hanging  over 
hi90wn  head,  and  under  the  circumstances 
of  the  transaction,  that  he  would  not  only 
express  a  wish  for  investigation,  but  that 
he  would    demand  a    full  and    explicit 
inquiry.     His  hon.  and  learned  Friend, 
the  Member  for  Bradford,  stated  that  he 
thought,  that  during  the  recess  he  did 
not  believe  that  hon.  Gentlemen   would 
turn  their  attention  to  the  Report ;  for  his 
part,  he  hadj»  during  the  recess,  turned  his 
attention  to  this  as  well  as  other  Reports 
of  Committees.    He  went  carefully  and 
deliberately   through   the    evidence   and 
J^porti  mkI  he  (alt  it  to  be  his  bounden 


duty  to  do  so.  He  felt  bound  to  direct 
his  attention  to  it  as  a  legislator,  and  also 
in  consequence  of  the  opinion  he  had 
expressed  when  the  subject  was  formerly 
brought  forward,  and  when  he  acquiesced 
with  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend,  the 
Member  for  Bradford,  in  supporting  in- 
quiry. AAer  this  he  felt  bound  to  state, 
on  perusal  of  the  evidence,  that  he  was 
bound  to  acquit  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member,  as  to  the  charge  against  him.  He 
stated  this  fairly,  fully,  and  unequivocally, 
and  that  in  all  charges  of  a  pecuniary 
nature — that  in  all  charge  in  the  tran- 
saction involving  personal  integrity,  and 
that  with  regard  to  anything  that 
could  throw  on  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  anything  like  a  stain  of  moral 
turpitude,  the  evidence  fully  and  entirely 
acquitted  him.  He  had  repeatedly  said 
that  he  did  not  wish,  in  this  matter,  to 
throw  out  any  charge  of  personal  corrup«- 
tion — ^he  repeated  it ;  but  he  said  that  a 
sum  of  money  had  been  paid  to  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman,  in  this  transaction, 
of  which  he  had  the  whole  and  entire  con- 
trol. And  it  made  no  difference  as  to  the 
distribution  of  it,  or  whether  be  put  it  into 
his  pocket  or  devoted  it  in  any  other  way. 
He  said  that  it  made  no  difference,  when 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  had  the 
distribution  of  the  money,  without  being 
responsible  to  any  one ;  but  he  now  felt 
himself  bound  to  say,  that  from  the  evi- 
dence taken  before  the  Committee,  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  had  no  such 
power  over  it  as  had  been  supposed.  He 
had  no  hesitation  in  saying  that,  although 
there  might  be  some  contradictory  evidence 
on  the  subject,  that  it  was  impossible,  in 
his  mind,  from  the  perusal  and  con- 
sideration of  the  evidence,  to  arrive  at  any 
other  conclusion  than  that  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  did  not  act  as  the  prin- 
cipal, but  as  the  agent,  throughout  the 
whole  case.  He  did  not  believe  that  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  could  have  retained 
or  turned  away  to  other  purposes,  any  portion 
of  the  sum  in  question  ;  and  when  he  said 
this,  he  threw  over  the  whole  case  of  a 
personal  nature,  and  paid  no  attention  to 
a  part  of  the  case  which  certainly,  in  the 
first  instance,  appeared  suspicious,  namely, 
the  payment  of  the  money  or  cash  in  bills 
of  three  months'  date ;  because  it  ap- 
peared that  the  whole  sum  was  accounted 
for,  even  to  the  difference  of  the  discount, 
and  the  whole  sum  was  paid  as  if  it  were 
cash.    U  9)igbt  appear  th»t  it  was  for  the 
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aeomiDodatioa  of  the  hoD«  and  learned 
GcoCletoao^  tbat  the  money  sboald  be  in 
die  hands  of  his  Irnh  instead  of  his  Eng^- 
lish  hankers,  bat  it  was  shown  that  the 
wfaote,  or  anj  part  of  it,  coold  be  drawn 
oat  at  any  time  when  it  was  called  for; 
wnA  that  it  was  not  in  the  least  degree  for 
the  aooommodation  or  advantage  of  the 
boo*  and  learned  Gentleman*  Therefore 
in  dealing  with  the  case  as  far  as  affected 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman,  he  (Lord 
Stanley)  distinctly  acquitted  him  of  being 
mora  than  the  agent  in  the  transaction  of 
the  parties,  and  that  he  bad  become 
io  at  the  request  of  Mr.  Raphael.  It 
bad  pleased  the  Hoate  to  refer  this 
qoostion  to  a  Committee  of  Inquiry,  and 
that  Committee  had  dealt  with  it  at  a 
questioa  affecting  the  character  of  an  hon. 
and  teamed  Gentleman,  and  a  Report  had 
been  presented  to  the  House.  If  it  had 
pleased  the  House  to  say  that  it  was  not 
called  upon  to  go  further  iuto  the  case  he 
should  hate  been  satisfied ;  but,  if  the 
Hooae  was  called  upon  to  pass  a  judg- 
ment upon  all  the  circumstances  connected 
with  the  Carlow  Club  and  Mr.  Vigors— 
witli  all  the  circumstances  of  the  traffic 
which  had  taken  place  for  a  seat  in  that 
House  between  Mr.  O'Connell  and  Mr. 
Raphael  and  other  parties^he  was  not 
prepared  Xo  agree  to  the  proposal.  He 
was  not  prepared  to  pass  a  judgment  on 
the  whole  transaction,  nor  resolutions  in 
conformity  with  the  Report  of  the  Commit- 
tee, exprsMive  of  the  opinion  of  the  House 
on  the  pneral  case.  He  did  not  doubt 
the  ability,  the  fairness,  or  the  judgment 
of  the  Committee  on  the  noint  which  they 
had  to  decide,  but  ho  could  not  help  feel- 
ing that  they  had  left  the  question  short 
ofa  full  determination  of  the  proceedings 
of  the  whole  case.  He  did  not  dispute 
thti  o|)inlon  of  the  Committee,  for  tnere 
was  hardly  the  difference  of  a  single  word 
tnedff  use  of  by  them  from  those  in  which 
Ii0  mit<lii  hsvofouchfd  his  judgment.  He 
tberofure  repeatrcl,  tliat  he  did  not  dispute 
the  iudgment  of  Ihi^  Committee ;  but  if 
the  fiouie  was  mlletl  upon  to  look  at  the 
witoltf  transection,  the  resolutions  pro- 
posed by  his  noble  Friend  were  not  the 
resolutions  whirh  he  thought  the  House 
ought  to  feel  jusllfled  In  agreeing  to.  He 
begged  to  eaii  the  attention  of  the  House 
to  the  ease,  as  it  appeored  in  evidence  be- 
fora  the  Committee.  It  appeared  that 
pievious  to  the  general  election  which  took 
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dates  started  for  the  RepreaenUtion  of  the 
county  of  Carlow— the  two  hon.  Members 
who  now  represented  it  in  Pariiament,aiid 
the  hon.  Member  for  Tralee,  and  a  gentle* 
man  of  the  name  of  CahtU.    The  two  lat- 
ter gentlemen  were  supported  by  a  body 
called  the  Carlow  Liberal  Club,  who  hod 
at  its  command  a  certain  fund ;   but  that 
body  felt  difficulty  in  getting  candidates 
to  come  forward.    With  reference  to  this 
part  of  the  case,  considerable  stress  had 
been  laid  on  both  sides  of  the  House — in- 
deed much  more  than  it  probably  deserved 
— on  a  letter  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem* 
ber  for  Dublin,  in  which  he  stated  that  he 
was  prepared  to  advance  5002.  towards 
the  expense  of  the  election  to  bring  in  Mr* 
Maurice  0*Conne11  for  the  county  of  Car- 
low.    On  the  election,  the  two  gentlemen 
supported  by  the  Carlow  Libmil  Clob 
failed,  and  a  petition  was  presented  to  the 
House  against  the  return,  which  was  also 
supported  by  the  Carlow  Liberal  Club. 
He  believed  that  he  was  stating  the  facta 
of  the  case  correctly,  and  if  he  said  any 
thing  wrong,  he  hoped  that  he  should  be 
corrected,  and  he  would  then   ask  the 
House,  after  reviewing  the  whole  of  the 
facts,  whether  it  was  prepared  to  support 
the  view  of  the  case  taken  by  his  noble 
Friend  ?    The  petitioners  on  the  election 
were  so  far  successful  as  to  unseat  the 
Members,  but  the  other  candidates  were 
not  put  in  their  places. 

Mr.  Maurice  0*ConneU  observed,  that 
the  petitioners  did  not  pray  for  that. 

Lord  Stanley  said,  that  he  believed  that 
the  Gentlemen  who  were  the  candidates^ 
were  not  the  petitioners  in  the  case.  The 
petition,  however,  so  far  succeeded,  that 
the  Members  were  unseated.  But  who 
found  the  funds?  Who  found  the  neces- 
sary funds  for  the  promotion  of  the  peti- 
tion ?  It  appeared  from  the  evidenoe, 
that  the  two  freeholders  who  had  been  put 
forward  as  petitioners,  were  fictitious  pro- 
moters of  the  case.  They  were  mere  meti 
of  straw.  Mr.  Vigors  admitted  candidly » 
that  it  never  was  intended  that  they  should 
bear  the  expense  of  the  petition.  Who, 
then,  paid  Uie  expenses?  Why,  the 
Carlow  Liberal  Club.  After  they  had 
succeeded  in  unseating  the  Members,  this 
club  found  somediflSculty  in  getting  funds 
to  defray  the  expense  of  a  future  election^ 
in  consequence  of  the  charge  of  the  elao^ 
tion  when  the  hon.  Member  lor  Tmiee 
was  the  candidate*  and  fte  aabaaqnent 
paUtioQ.   They  Oicii  IgdMl  ^MOii  fcr  « 


81 


Carbno  Skctum-^ 


{April  21} 


Mr»  (yConnelL 


82 


candidate,  and  they  found  one  rich  enough 
to  satisfy  the   members  of  the  Carlow 
Liberal  Club.     He  might  say  generous 
enough*     [  Oh,  oh !]      He  repeated  the 
expression,  that  they  found  one,   who, 
according  to  the  evidence  of  Mr.  Vigors, 
was  generous  enough  to  pay  for  the  Re- 
presentation of  the  county  of  Carlow  more 
than  double  the  expenses  of  the  election 
*-*when  their  expenditnre  was  most  lavish 
— they  found  one  weak  enough  to  be  the 
tool,  whom  any  one  could  employ  for  his 
purpose,  but  who,  he  (Lord  Stanley)  trusted, 
would  serve  as  an  instructive  lesson  to 
others.    And  what  was  to  pay  for  his  seat 
for  Carlow?     The  Carlow  Liberal  Club 
sold  the  Representation  of  their  county  for 
2,000/.    Z^o,noQ   That  was  the  fact, 
let  it  be    disguised  how    they    pleased. 
The  Liberal  Club  of  Carlow  put  the  Repre- 
sentation of  their  county  in  Parliament  up 
to  auction,  and  sold  it  for  2,000/.      Mr. 
Vigors  stated  in  his  evidence,  that  the 
ordinary  expenses  of  the  election,  when 
proper  care  was  taken,  was  about  400/. ; 
that  when  the  expenditure  was  generous, 
the  expense  was  about  600/. ;  and  when 
it  was  extremely  magnificent,  about  800/. ; 
but  here  was  a  bargain  of  1,000/.  for  the 
nomination,  and  another  1,000/.  for  the 
return.     He  did  not  intend  to  canvass  the 
terms  of  the  agreement,  nor  did  he  intend 
to  question  whether  those  terms  had  been 
faithfully  kept  or  not.    He  cared  not  for 
the  terms  of  the  agreement,  but  spoke  of 
the  bargain,  and  the  proposed  application 
of  the  surplus.    If  he  disputed  other  parts 
of  the  evidence,  he  did  not  dispute  that 
of  Mr.  Vigors.     He  said,  then,  that  there 
was  a  corrupt  anticipation  of  this  money 
with  a  contingency.    The  question  was, 
whether  it  was  not  such  a  corrupt  pro- 
ceeding as  the  House  of  Commons  should 
express  its  feelings  on,  and  not  remain  satis- 
fied with  the  short  view  taken  of  the  subject 
by  the  Committee.     With  respect  to  the 
motion  of  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend,  he 
believed  that  nobody  would  dispute  the  facts 
of  the  first  and  second  resolutions.    The 
third  resolution  stated,  that  the  agreement 
was  a  breach  of  the  privileges  of  the  House. 
The  fourth  resolution  stated,    that   the 
ag^reement  came  within  the  terms  of  49th 
of  George  3rd.     With  reference  to  the 
fourth   resolution,    he    had    his    doubts 
whether  the  argument  came  within  the 

Jroviaions  of  the  Act.    The  impression  on 
l«  mlod  waS|  that  the  hon.  and  learned 

Memtner  -  for  J^ublio  was  not  an  agent 


within  the  meaning  of  that  Act«  He  did 
not  see  how  he  came  within  the  terms  of 
the  Act,  and  had  subjected  himself  to  the 
penalties  of  it.  It  was  competent,  on  a 
former  occasion,  for  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Bradford  to  move,  that  the 
Attorney-General  should  be  instructed  to 
prosecute  the  learned  Member  for  Dublin, 
or  it  was  competent  for  any  individual  to 
sue  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  for 
penalties  under  that  Act.  He  (Lord 
Stanley)  might  not  have  objected  to  the 
adoption  of  one  or  other  of  these  courses 
on  the  occasion  to  which  he  alluded ;  but 
when  the  question  had  been  referred  to  a 
Committee  to  report  on  the  conduct  of 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman,  it  would 
be — and  he  said  so  not  from  any  personal 
feeling  to  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
— it  would  be  a  most  unjust  and  un-> 
generous  course  to  pursue,  to  adopt  the 
resolution ;  and  he  was  sure  that  his  hon* 
and  learned  Friend,  the  Member  for 
Bradford,  would  not  do  so  if  bethought 
so.  A  gross  breach,  however,  of  the 
privileges  of  the  House  had  been  com* 
mitted ;  he  meant  in  the  bargain  with 
Mr.  Maher,  Mr.  Fitzgerald,  and  he  did 
not  care  who  else,  who  was  mixed  up  in 
the  case.  Looking,  then,  to  the  principles 
the  House  had  laid  down  for  the  main* 
tenance  of  freedom  of  election,  and  he 
was  called  in  the  proceedings  of  this  case 
to  give  a  vote,  aye  or  no,  as  to  whether 
there  had  been  a  breach  of  the  privileges 
of  the  House,  he  should  feel  himself  bound 
to  say  aye.  If  he  was  not  allowed  to  go 
into  the  whole  case,  he  would  decline 
giving  an  opinion  of  it  by  avote,  as  hecould 
not  rest  the  simple  case  on  the  narrow 
view  taken  by  the  Committee  of  Inquiry. 
He  wished  to  call  the  attention  of  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  to  one  point,  and  he 
was  sure  they  were  anxious  to  preserve 
the  purity  of  election,  and  to  condemn 
that  which  was  considered  the  disgrace  of 
former  times — the  sale  of  seats  in  Parlia« 
ment — and  which  had  so  recently  been 
got  rid  of;  but  he  would  ask  them  what 
would  be  the  effect,  if  the  House  of  Com^ 
mons  tacitly  agreed  in  a  transaction  such 
as  had  been  brought  before  them — and 
which,  indeed,  had  been  forced  upon  their 
attention — and  if  they  were  called  upon 
to  say  aye  or  no,  whether  they  would 
condemn  or  acquit  all  the  parties  in 
the  case?  He  could  understand  a 
case  which,  indeed,  was  of  almost 
every-day  occurrencei  in  which  a  gentle«- 
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mao  aozious  to  represent  a  particular 
borough  or  couotyi  was  brought  into  coo* 
tact  with  a  penon  able  to  collect  the  suf- 
frages of  the  electors,  and  told  him»  that 
he  was  anxious  to  be  the  Member  for  such 
or  such  a  place ;  and  if  the  expenses  were 
not  above  2,000io  or  any  like  sum,  he 
would  become  a  candidate ;  but  that  if  the 
legal  expenses  of  the  election  were  likely 
to  be  more  than  that»  he  would  not  come 
forward.  He  could  understand  such  a 
transaction ;  and  he  believed  it  would  be 
perfectly  legal,  as  he  saw  nothing  in  it 
which  did  not  pass  every  day.  At  any 
rate  it  was  an  ordinary  occurrence ;  it  was 
not  censured  by  the  House,  and  therefore, 
be  presumed  it  was  perfectly  legal,  pro- 
vided the  expenses  to  be  incurred  were 
legal.  But  what  an  important  difference 
there  was  between  the  case  he  had  just 
alluded  to  and  that  which  was  under  the 
consideration  of  the  House.  In  the  for- 
mer case  there  was  the  payment  of  a  cer- 
tain sum  for  expenses  as  far  as  they  went ; 
but  in  this  instance,  on  the  contrary, 
there  wss  the  payment  of  a  certain  sum 
down,  and  not  if  there  was  more  than  suffi- 
cient that  it  should  be  returned,  but  that 
the  surplus  was  to  go  to  other  and  distinct 
purposes.  This  was  buying  influence  and 
votes  by  wholesale.  In  the  case  of  the 
proprietor  of  a  borough  under  the  old 
system,  whosold  aseat  for  3,000/.,he  might 
expend  500Z.  for  the  payment  of  the 
smaller  members  of  the  constituency. 
Was  this  the  system  in  this  case,  which 
his  noble  Friend  (Lord  John  Russell) 
would  stand  up  and  defend  in  that  House  ? 
Now,  for  the  individual  proprietor,  sub- 
stitute the  Carlow  Liberal  Club,  and  he 
challenged  his  noble  Friend  to  point  out 
what  distinction  or  difference  tnere  was 
between  the  individual  sale  of  votes 
and  the  sale  of  the  collective  votes 
of  the  county  of  Carlow  by  the  Carlow 
Club.  The  Committee  reported,  '*  that  this 
money  had  been  expended  under  the 
immediate  direction  of  Mr.  Vigors  and 
others  connected  with  the  county  of  Car- 
low  on  what  might  be  called  legal  expenses 
so  unavoidable,  that  your  Committee  see 
no  reason  to  question  their  legality."  Now 
what,  according  to  Mr.  Vigors,  was  to  have 
been  done  with  the  surplus,  if  there  had 
been  any  ?  Why  it  was  proposed  that  it 
should  be  directed  towards  defraying  the 
expeosetof  the  previous  election  and  peti. 
tioo.  To  be  directed  to  pay  the  expenses, 
mt  of  tbo  oAdidi^tes  who  then  stood^  but 


of  those  who  had  done  so  on  a  iwu^ 
occasion.  [Mr.  Warburtm :  not  one  shil- 
ling was  so  directed.]    He  was  aware  of 
that.    Thero  was  a  corrupt  contract  sad 
there  was  a  contingency.    When  a  foriner 
case  was  before  the  House  and  it  was 
argued  that  there  was  no  improper  act, 
it  did  not  save  the  parties  from  punish- 
ment.   Was  it  then  to  be  argued,  that 
there    was  nothing  censurable    because 
the  whole  or  no  part  of  the  money  did  not 
go  to  the  Carlow  Club  ?  It  appeared  that 
body  received  the  money,  but  they  weie 
compelled  to  refund  it,  and  he  called  Mr. 
Vigors  as  a  witness  to  this.    That  gentle- 
man stated,  Mr.  O'Connellhad  no  right  to 
promise  that  the  expense  of  the  petition 
was  to  be  defrayed  out  of  the  money  paid. 
This  was  the  evidence  of  Mr.  Vigors,  which 
in  point  of  fact  admitted  that  Uie  Carlow 
Club  had  sold  the  county.   They  made  an 
agreement  with  them  to  gull  and  dupe  Mr. 
Raphael  to  sell  their  county  to  him  for 
2,000Z. ;  and  it  appeared,  that  after  paying 
all  the  expenses  of  the  election,  they  might 
put  1,600/.  in  their  pockets.  Such  was  the 
evidence  brought  forward  in  defence  of 
Mr.  O'Connell.    The  evidence  might  ex* 
onerate  the  hon.  and  learned  GenUenian, 
but  in  what  light  did  it  place  the  Carlow 
Club  ?    He  would  not  express  his  opinion 
as  to  the  mode  in  which  that  body  had 
dealt  with  the  independence  of  the  county. 
He  had  often  expressed  his  opinions  cm 
former  occasions  fully  and  publicly  as  to 
the  effect  of  these  bodies,  and  by  doing 
so  he  knew  that  he  had  offended  many 
Members  on  both  sides  of  the  House.    He 
felt  satisfied  that  all  bodies  of  this  kind 
were  dangerous  institutions,  and  conld  only 
be  Justified  in  cases  of  extreme  neoesaity, 
as  he  thought  they  tended  to  increase  and 
promote  evils  of  great  magnitade.  If  anch 
proceedings  as  had  taken  place  in  the  pre- 
sent case  should  occur  in  connexioo    with 
similar  bodies  in  the  country,  how  dan- 
gerous and  how  fatal  would  it  be  to  any* 
Uiing  like  purity  of  election*    How  dan- 
gerous would  it  be  if  a  body  oould   eome 
forward  and  say,  *^  we  are  in  debt  in  coa* 
sequence  of  the  proceedings  an  Comer 
elections,  we  want  a  certain  son  to  vetom 
Members,  if  that  is  giveot  the  eaq^OBae  of 
the  election  will  be  |mki,  and  tiia  fitaiein* 
der  will  be  devoted  to  malrit  jipni)  —annul 
sufficient  to  defray  wlwt.lM 
pended  on  former 
that  the  Honaa 
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of  the  kind  would  have  been  railed  by 
those  who  were  desiroui  to  voie  on  the 
pre?ioua  question.  As,  however,  the 
noble  Lord  opposite  called  for  a  decision, 
he  sboald  g^ve  one  according  to  the  die- 
tales  of  his  conscience,  and  upon  a  full 
consideration  of  all  the  circumstances  of 
the  case.  How  far  the  proceeding;s  of  the 
Carlow  Club  interfered  with  the  purity  of 
elections  and  the  independenco  of  Partia* 
ment,  it  would  be  foi  the  House  to  state 
their  opinioo  upon.  He  would  repeat, 
that  he  should  have  been  glad  if  the  Honsa 
had  acquiesced  in  thepreviousqueation;  aa 
it  was,  he  must  ftivehis  support  to  the  fint 
resolution  of  the  boa.  Member  behind 
him. 

Lord  John  RtuMeU  begged  to  explain, 
with  respect  to  the  expression,  "  trumperj 
affair,"  which  he  had  made  use  of,  and 
which  had  been  alluded  to  by  the  noble 
Lord,  that  he  referred  to  the  case  as  it  had 
appeared  to  biro,  after  the  letter  of  Mr. 
Vigors,  or  No*.  Sd,  1835,  which  bad  ap< 
peared  in  all  the  newspapers. 

Mr.  Sergeant  Wilde  said,  that  the  House 
bavin);  thought  fit  to  place  him  in  the 
situation  of  nominee,  oa  the  part  of  the 
boil,  and  learned  Member  for  Dublin, 
during  the  prosecution  of  the  inquiry 
before  the  Committee,  it  had  created  some 
uncertainty  in  his  miod  as  to  the  course  . 
most  proper  for  him  to  pursue  upon  the 
present  occasion  ;  whether  he  was  under 
any  pcculiur  obllgHtion  to  take  part  in  the 
debate,  or  to  forbear  doin;^  so  on  accouut 
of  the  circumstance  to  which  he  had  re- 
ferred ;  but  upon  the  best  consideration 
he  hud  been  able  to  give  the  subject,  he 
had  concluded  that  the  House  would 
expect  him  to  offer  some  observations  upon 
the  result  of  the  minute  and  labonoua 
inquiry  into  the  tninsaction  now  again 
brought  under  the  consideration  of  the 
House;  at  the  same  time  he  should  think 
it  right  to  forbear  from  voting  either  upou 
the  proposition  or  the  amendment  which 
bad  been  submitted,  and  in  the  propriety 
of  that  course,  he  knew  his  hon.  ana 
teamed  Friend,  the  Member  for  Huntint;- 
don,  concurred.  With  the  impreaaioii  be 
had  stated,  as  to  the  conduct  proper  for 
him  to  adopt,  be  begged  leara  to  occupy 
the  attention  of  tbe  House  for  a  short 

,  lime,  while  he  endeavoured  to  state  the 
real  nature  of  that  transaction,  as  it  ap. 

'  peared  from  the  erideace  produced  befon 
Committee— remarking,  by  the  vay, 

htiulgect  bad  bwi  NfpoiBljmU* 


noble  Friend.  He  hoped  if  the  question 
was  to  be  put,  that  the  House  would  pass 
judgment  on  it,  but  that  it  would  pass 
Its  judgment  on  a  much  higher  question 
th«i  that  involved  iu  the  personal  cha- 
raoter  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member — 
that  it  would  lay  down  a  principle  which 
would  influence  future  elections,  and  in 
such  a  manner  as  would  be  becoming  a 
House  of  Commons,  which  boasts  to  be  a 
reformed  Parliament,  prepared  to  vindi- 
cate tbe  puiityot  election.  He  could  have 
wished  that  hon.  Members  opposite  had 
consented  to  these  previous  resolutions, 
which  stated  matters  of  fact,  and  bad  been 
latisfied  to  leave  tbe  evidence  and  Report 
of  tba  Committee  to  give  the  personal 
acquittal,  which  it  so  amply  did  give  to 
the  hon.  and  le«Qed  Member  for  Dublin, 
without  bringing  other  points  before  the 
House,  or  cellmg  upon  tbem  to  give  an 
expression  of  opinion  upon  all  the  circum- 
stances connected  with  liie  Carlow  election. 
But  if  he  were  compelled  to  make  a  selec- 
tion of  what  course  of  proceeding  he 
should  pursue,  when  he  was  called  upon 
to  decide  either  in  favour  of  the  question 
of  fact  moved  by  the  hon,  Gentleman  be- 
hind him,  or  to  support  the  amendment 
of  his  noble  Friend  opposite,  that  the 
words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part 
of  tbe  question,  he  must  certainly  select 
to  vote  for  that  which  was  the  expression 
of  a  matter  of  fact.  He  had  already  stated 
the  grounds  upon  which  he  considered  it 
would  be  difficult,  if  not  impossible,  to 
accede  to  the  last  resolution  of  his  hon. 
Friend,  which  went  to  fix  alegal  crimination 
upon  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Dublin.  Upon  questions  of  alleged  breach 
of  the  privileges  of  the  House,  it  was 
essential  that  before  they  came  to  any  de- 
termination, they  should  well  consider 
what  would  be  the  effect  of  such  a  deter- 
mination--what  the  steps  were  which  it 
wonid  be  prudent,  which  it  would  be  fea- 
sible for  tbem  to  adopt,  by  way  of  fbllow- 
ing  up  such  a  resolnhon.  Hon.  Members 
could  hardly  ask  the  House  to  come  to 
such  a  vote,  without  at  the  same  time 
asking  tbem  to  lake  ulterior  steps,  in  con- 
formity wSk  that  vote.  He  snould  wish 
•U  son  pnlijfc  to  be  carefully  considered 
IiqAh  decision 

!iig  diffi- 

ib,  Ibe 
previous 
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mnkmii4  and  mkrcpreKflted,  both  in 
dm  Htmm  Mad  bjr  iJie  |Nibiic  Ftoa,  at  to 
Immtc  nmdend  it  almoit  inpomble  for  ao v- 
mme  t#  iMre  fonmad  a  eorrect  opi  nion  of  the 
CMdqct  of  the  Iftoii.  and  learned  Member 
&r  OoMiii«  He  did  not  mean*  however, 
t#  vearf  the  Hooae  hy  goins  into  the 
dctaiia  of  the  evidenee,  bat  be  Aould  state 
the  ifftumX  effect  of  it,  holding  bioMelf 
iMfMtMiUe  to  the  Howe  for  the  correct- 
mm  of  the  ttatement,  and  with  the  know- 
kd^  that  hi«  bon.  and  learned  Friend, 
the  Meanber  for  Huntinffdon,  whoae  accn- 
lacjr  waa  one  of  his  peculiar  characteriatics, 
wooM  correct  him  and  sat  the  matter  right 
before  the  House  should  he  unintentionally 
tn  in  stating  the  result  of  the  evidence. 
Before  be  referred,  however,  to  that,  he 
ecwld  not  omit  to  notice  the  course  which 
bad  bseo  taken  during  the  debate,  to  which 
be  bad  paid  great  attention — and  especially 
to  what  faaif  folien  from  the  noble  Lord, 
the  Member  for  South  liancanhire,  who 
last  addressed  the  House ;  and  his  surprise 
had  certainlf  been  %twtt  that  any  Hon. 
Member,  possessing  that  noble  Lord's  cha« 
raeter  in  the  country,  should  state  that,  in 
bis  deiibarate  opinion,  formed  from  the 
eridonce  now  before  the  House,  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Dublin  bad  been 
guilty  of  pursuing  conduct  having  a  direct 
letiden<'y  to  destroy  the  freedom  and  purity 
of  etectioii—that  wholesale  corruption  had 
bean  practised^that  the  RepresentatioD 
€if  the  county  of  C4rlow  had  been  put  up 
to  sab*  bv  public  auction — that  it  was  sold 
to  Mr.  Kajihael  as  the  bent  bidder^that  a 

gross  breach  of  the  privileges  of  the  House 
ad  been  committed— that  the  Sessional 
Resolution  hail  iHNm  scandalously  violated, 
which  pledged  the  Houao  to  proceed  with 
the  utmost  severity  against  all  persons 
eoncernrd  in  brlhery  or  corrupt  nractioes ; 
ami  yvt|  although  the  noble  Lorcl  was  per- 
foolly  oonvincou  tliat  all  this  danaerous 
wiraodneMi  had  been  committed,  (he  the 
ttoUe  t^ord)  thought  the  HouMooughttofor^ 
bear  to  eaprsss  any  opinion  upon  such  con* 
duet,  and  lo  contout  ttsolf  with  votinff  the 
|ifevl<iua  «|ttefttion  {  and  the  noble  Lord 
Aeiually  MpreawHl  eensuro  upon  the  Go- 
verumeiit,  because  it  called  nnontho  House 
loprtmounca  a  diroi't  decision  upon  the 
IbeW-whethrr  any  such  serious  chargos 
btd  or  IumI  not  been  uroviHl.  Tho  noble 
Lord  seemHl  to  shrink  fWan  confirming 
bki  »piNM4t  by  hl^  vote.  Wiis  it  ctmsistent 
Iritb  Ibe  noble  Lord's  cimracttr  and  station, 
er  with  the  tone  of  his  s|ieech,  that  he 
•kimi4  MMft  Ibit  tho  CtNUtittttioa  bad 


been  violated,  the  House  insulted,  and  an 
example  act  in  the  highest  d^ree  injurious 
to  the  public  safety  and  interest,  and  jet 
seek  to  dissuade  the  House  from  coming 
to  a  judgment  upon  socfa  diaiges  ?    What 
was  the  value  of  the  Sessional  Resolntion, 
or  what  importance  did  tlie  noUe  Lord 
attach  to  it,  if,   when  such  a  case  was 
established  by  evidence,  as  the  noUe  Lord 
contended  in  regard  to  Cariow,  the  House 
should  content  itself  with  evading  a  de- 
cision through  voting  the  previous  ques- 
tion I     The  county  of  Cariow  had  a  right 
to  expect  a  very  ditferent  course  of  conduct ; 
and   the  hon.  and  learned  Member  far 
Dublin  had  also  a  strong  claim  upon  the 
House  that  it  should  take  a  different  course. 
The  conduct  of  that  Gentleman  having 
been  impeached,  and  an  inquiry  moved  for, 
that  motion  was  seconded  by  him,  and  his 
conduct  had  been  subjected  to  a  minute 
and  searching  investigation.    The  Com- 
mittee, who  acted  judicially  upon  that  in« 
vestigatioD,  had  acquitted  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member ;  and  the  noble  Lord  (the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart* 
ment)  now  called  upon  the  House,  under 
whose  authority  the  inquiry  took  place,  -to 
give  judgment  upon  the  verdict  which  bad 
been  pronounced,  and  to  confirm  the  ac- 
auittal,  or  to  pronounce  a  sentence  of  con* 
oemnation.     The  House  could  not  forbear 
meeting  the  question  in  a  direct  manner. 
Surely  it  could  not  be  wished  to  keep  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  exposed    to  -a 
loose,  vague  suspicion,  that  some  undefined 
misconduct  had  been  committed  by  him — 
and  to  evade  doing  him  justice  by  bringing 
that  suspicion  to  the  test  of  examination 
and  decision.    However  much  he  dissented 
from  the  conclusions  adopted  by  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member   for  Bradford^     his 
mode  of  proceeding  was  far  more  direct 
and  consistent  than  that  pursued  by  the 
noble  Lord  opposite;  that  hon.  Member 
asked  for    condemnation  where   acqidttai 
was  due;    but    he  gave  the  hon.     and 
learned  Member  for  Dublin  the  benefit  of 
a  direct  decision  upon  the  question.    Much 
care  was  taken  to  secure  in  the  Committee 
a  just  and  impartial  tribunal .    The  inquirr 
was  proi$ecuted  with  great  patience  ao2l 
deliberation^  and  the  whole  proceeding  was 
directed  to  the  object  of  enabling    the 
House  to  pronounce  a  judgment  upcm  the 
whole    transaction.     After   all   thts    had 
occurred,  the  course  of  moving  the  previous 
question  could  not  be  justified,  and  least  of 
all»  after  the  observations  of  the  noble  Lord. 

He  theitlbct  rejoiced  that  tbe  Govezameot 
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called  upon  the  House  to  determtne  whether 
or  not  toe  Cemmittee  had  so  conducted  the 
inquiry  as  to  entitle  it  to  confidence ;  and 
whether,  upon  a  review  of  the  whole  evi- 
dence^ the  Report  of  the  Committee  ought 
or  ought  not  to  receive  the  support  and 
confirmation  of  the  House.  He  was  satis- 
fied that  the  Report  would  be  found  en. 
titled  to  that  confirmation,  and  that  an 
attentive  perusal  of  the  evidence  would 
make  it  manifest  to  hon.  Members,  that 
nothing  had  been  intended  or  done  which 
could  justly  be  made  the  ground  for  censure. 
He  had  no  hesitation  m  declaring,  that 
any  conduct  by  which  the  freedom  and 
purity  of  Parliamentary  election  was  vio- 
lated, demanded,  at  all  times,  the  most 
serious  attention  of  the  House;  but  he 
did  not  conceive  that  declaration  inconsis- 
tent with  the  opinion,  that  the  charge 
attempted  to  be  extracted  from  this  evi- 
dence was  of  the  most  contemptible  and 
trumpery  description ;  and  the  plausible 
appearance  which  it  was  supposed  to  bear 
was  the  result  of  a  most  unfair  and  dis- 
torted statement  of  the  facts,  and  a  per- 
version of  the  order  of  the  dates  of  the 
several  parts  of  the  transaction,  by  which 
the  character  of  them  had  been  most  ma. 
terially  altered.  The  statement  made  by 
the  hon.  Member  upon  the  opposite  side  of 
the  House  would  lead  to  the  inference,  that 
Mr.  Raphael  had  been  sought  by  Mr.  O'Con- 
nell,  and  invited  by  him  to  become  a  candi- 
date to  represent  the  county  of  Carlow 
upon  a  pecuniary  arrangement,  directed  to 
the  advancement  of  some  personal  interest 
of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member,  or  that  of 
some  person  connected  with  him  ;  fvhereas 
the  fact,  beyond  all  controversy,  was,  that 
Mr.  Raphaels  connexion  with  Carlow,  and 
his  negotiation  with  the  freeholders  upon 
the  su^ect  of  his  becoming  a  candidate  to 
represent  the  county,  and  the  expenses 
which  he  would  incur  in  the  contest,  had 
commenced  long  before  Mr.  O'Connell's 
interference,  which,  in  fact,  was  occasioned 
by  that  person's  negotiation,  and  was  par- 
ticularly induced  by  an  application  to  Mr. 
0*ConneIl  on  Mr.  Raphael's  behalf.  The 
matter  of  the  Carlow  election,  with  refer- 
ence to  Mr.  Raphael,  was  first  submitted 
to  the  notice  of  Mr.  O'Connell  in  the 
month  of  November,  1834 ;  whereas  Mr. 
Raphael's  negotiation  with  the  freeholders 
of  Carlow  began  in  1853,  and  had  been 
foDowed  by  many  interviews  and  letters 
between  Mr.  Raphael  and  other  parties, 
before  the  first  interference  upon  the  part 
of  Mr.  O'ConnelL    Mr.   Raphael's  con* 


nexton  mth  'Carlow  arose  out  of  the  gif* 
cumstance  of  that  Gentleman's  attending 
the  same  chapel  as  a  Mr.  Tyrrell,  who  wan 
of  the  same  religious  persuasion  as  himself; 
and  to  him  Mr.  Raphael  imparted  an 
ardent  and  long  cherished  wish  on  his  part 
to  become  a  Member  of  Parliament.  Mr. 
Tyrrell  had  a  brother  resident  at  Carlow, 
who  had  taken  considerable  interest  in  the 
Representation  of  the  county,  and  was  in 
communication  with  most  of  the  gentlemen 
there  professing  liberal  politics;  and, 
through  Mr.  Tyrrel's  means,  the  wish  of 
Mr.  Raphael  to  represent  the  county  of 
Carlow  had  become  generally  known.  Mr* 
Tyrrel's  brother  afterwards  became  a  mem-* 
her  of  the  Carlow  club.  Of  this  club,  and 
its  members,  and  their  objects,  he  would 
wish  to  say  a  few  words,  just  remarking, 
that  it  was  rather  extraordinary  that  the 
Conservatives  should  express  so  great  a 
dislike  to  political  clubs.  The  Carlow  club 
had  been  represented  as  having  corruptly 
sold  the  Representation  of  the  county,  ana 
as  having  acted  in  a  manner  inconsistent 
with  the  freedom  of  election.  The  club 
was  composed  of  freeholders  of  the  county 
in  the  Liberal  interest,  and  who  united  to 
resist  the  Tory  party,  which  it  was  said 
had  long  usurped  the  Representation  of 
the  county,  to  secure  the  due  registration 
of  the  votes  of  the  poorer  freeholders,  and 
to  protect  such  voters  in  the  exercise  and 
enjoyment  of  their  elective  franchise,  with- 
out the  slightest  desire  of  personal  ad« 
vantage  to  any  individual  or  body  of  men 
whatever.  Mr.  Fitzgerald  was  the  Secre- 
tary to  the  Carlow  club,  and  in  consequence 
of  Air.  Tyrrel's  communications  respecting 
Mr.  Raphael  and  his  political  principles, 
and  his  wish  to  get  into  Parliament,  he 
wrote  to  Mr.  Vigors,  then  in  London,  who 
was  also  a  freeholder  of  the  county  and 
a  member  of  the  club,  and  who  had  taken 
an  active  part  in  the  previous  elections, 
requesting  him  to  communicate  with  Mr* 
Raphael  upon  the  subject ;  and  accordingly 
several  interviews  took  place  through  the 
introduction  of  Mr.  Tyrrell,  of  I^ndon. 
In  these  interviews  particular  inquiries 
were  made  by  Mr.  Vigors  into  the  political 
principles  of  Mr.  Raphael,  and  his  Parlia- 
mentary  views.  He  was  before  known  to 
be  of  the  Catholic  religion,  which  was 
naturally  a  great  recommendation  of  him 
to  the  electors  of  Carlow ;  he  professed  to 
be  an  ardent  Reformer«*to  entertain  great 
regard  for  Ireland— to  adopt  Mr.  O'Con- 
nells  views  in  respect  of  the  treatment 
that  country  had  received — to  sympathize 
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!».*  /.'  j  'I  >*'  '\.  t  *  'f'l  »/».  Mr. 
jif'.l    1 1(     M'*' '.*■♦,   'jf   Ml'. '1   f*'|»''»"'«.    r!f»'l 

<Mir  f',l»l  !'('»  J.  «»r.M  fnlji»|l*  »'»'♦  nik'itl* 
Mh*|  hU)MrMif<H»l  flu- ill  |itir«rH|f  nft  Jilhiwlf,  , 

Hh'l  ini  '  iij'i;' h!1"M  »»r   M|»ji)i' fitif»n   \Vn*  ru>f  i 

IIIH'lc  |«i  Initl   fdl    fill    Mltpllf  it   IMMttnil  fn  fm 

M|t|i)l|i)  fo  fill  lnil)\i'liiMl  i>r  t)MS'tni1  b<nr>(^t 
ol    my  lilim  •»!  |h  Itijr       M»    H;ipYtni'l  flTnt^d  . 
lliii   H>>ii)iiiit.   iiM   n|    no  nit> ''quciM (*»   nnil 

||l«lt«l|  Im  toH*  U  ll  i(  Im*  <ktn1iM  f|i«  Mill. 
)lM(  tn  llli  Ml  |i><i\iil'it  tin  i-nnM  1)0  \y\:\i\v 
I'i'ltiliri     of     »<»'cu.|ii't      Hh»     M:if.       ]li»     o\- 

IMr»',i'it      tl»i<      yn  «ti    t       ntiM'ty     i>n      flir 
M'll.tll       l)(        ll«1'\)lll,      UMll       fit  (|lh>|)tlj       ]>r(U 

htu»  il  M«.  'I\n«ll  tji.ii  lir  >\'Mr)»l  n«*r«>in 
)ini^  Inin  In  nm*  u(  )u>^  xi-it^  t<)  ln*>  nutivc 
tiiun1i\  'rliO't  pioiin*  <'^,  lii'Xw'vrr,  Mr. 
1(*«|>N 'i»|,  \^  «•»  ('mm  -tHm'  r«".'<»ti  or  <»t]nT, 
«hM>  »i  t|«»trM'iM|  (iitM)  jM-i  fi>nnit\i*  \r.M)- 
lliiUtM>'«  I  itntiMMi  «t  !•«  iNM'in  Nil*.  Vi,\*«M>  ow 
)m  li-ill  n(  IIm*  (ms  IioI^I 'I  s  m(  <'jii!i\>  mtkI 
Nh  l\  ^plMi'l  ilur.Mi^  f'uMOil  IS.'t.  f»n«l 
Ininnt.utit  nt  \\\\'  li  t«i    I  inl  ol   tlj.it  vt'ti . 

IU>t     1^     .U>\      llllV^t       !'.».    iliUlM  'Jt    I'll      •»♦»      Mm* 

y\\\  ol  Ml  l\  »pli  i.*K  I'nl  ^^  liiK  lv>,'oi*'ir*; 
n  «  »no»Jn1^»    t,«»    Ou'   b'MiMi'  li  i>l     l\>t,to*'' .N't 

)»»\\  ^  '^\\U    %\\    Ml'    !(  »•  Sm-I   Ij-wImv   i-.^^rvsl 

^n      >\i,«  ••.»*««•        I'Hf     II    U   l\   Hi  \r(    »»  !     «  »^*j| 

I  »n  Mv%'  li  »*«»,  .1*.  In  ,»  lilt  r.  «l,'.^ii 
\\\%*   H<>t   iM    \<  *  »    %»  V  «  '     V  .  »    J,-      l\    ^• 

'•    ,  »\  ^  ^M     <^.   I*  »    \     »  \»  f  I     N"  •       \  t.^  X,  %        '     • 
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vf*^-^r    -trx^sTvici    ♦hat 

♦^  *>  '/  vv*.  y*«  ^Bx   A 

Mf.  (f(ymr^i  tint  Mr.  Baphad  liad 
f$t^^frft^  «  r*»rK)>/Sjiic  for  PoBte£nct»  and 
'(^')f'Hrr$f.  On^f'fffn,  aJl  fiirthier  interfer* 
^rf/-"  in  t^^ppH  of  Carlciv  on  Mr.  Ri^iliaeX's 
Mtit\f.  So  other  oommiiiitcatioii  took 
tlni'i*  lietwppti  ib«  boo.  and  learned  Mem- 
i»*t  fitf  Dublin  and  Mr.  Raphaeli  until  the 
impnrttirtt  interview  on  the  SOth  of  May, 
\h:\.u  He  had  tuted,  that  the  oommtuii* 
cmtioA  M>reen  Mr.  Vigots  and  fiaphael 
htvtVo  «>ff  in  the  latter  «k1  of  1M4. 
Ifio  Hou«^  wmiM  recollect,  that  the 
E^^nvTrtl  cWtion,  nfter  the  dnanssalef  Lotid 
MpllMMimi^,  took  placo  in  Jamiaiy,  1S55. 
Thv  rnvrab  Rt  Carlow  had  heen  dbap- 
>oM:t«vl  in  thiMr  expeotations  that  Mr, 
^i|>l);}<^)  won  Id  become  a  candidate,  ud 
tlion'fon^  ihoy  had  ^u|»ht  candidates  elfle- 
M'ti^-TC,  nrni  two  pt»ntleme.n  had  agreed  to 
•5tnt'!<l ;  hxn  cm  the  Teiy  morning  of  the 
noriinntion  those  centJemen  unexpectedly 
rotir.^d,  nn<i  left  the  Libera]  partv  totally 
tmlVioocl''*!  nt  the  iRst  moment.  Ybis  lei 
to  a  ro<ioltitmn.  formed  «t  the  mnatem, 
fVil  tlie  hon.  >?onibrr  fhr  Tr»lee,  and  a 
i:(M»f)eir»'<i,  ftf  the  n.^me  of  Cahill..  riiauld 
)v  put  ii.  nominntion  :  nnd  tJiere  aeennt  to 
K  littK  f^^rSr  but  that,  if  the  election  bad 
b^vT>  T»Hon.%r'r  roTtdnrte«i.  thn«?e  uetlemieii 
xvou't:  h'l^c'  Ive*^  remrnrd  :  hut  the  0|ip<w 
rt'^t  »v  r*y  re*'^rte,?  t'^  ererr  mrfair 
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oirn  pditio^  wbo,  id  the  erait  of  the  pe» 
tition  being  sucoessfiil,  and  the  election 
being  Tacated^  would  contest  the  county } 
and  as  Mr.  Raphael  had  failed  in  his  con- 
test at  Pontefract,  the  electors  requested 
Mr.  Vigors  to  renew  the  application  to  that 
gentleman^  and  urge  him  to  prosecute  a 
petition  against  the  then  sitting  Members^ 
and  to  become  a  candidate  in  the  event  of  the 
petition  being  successful.  Mr.  Raphael 
receiFod  the  communication!  and  still  pro- 
fessed an  ardent  desire  to  represent  Carlow, 
and  perfect  readiness  to  incur  the  expenses 
of  the  petition  and  the  contest,  if  he  could 
be  made  certain  of  eventual  success  ;  and, 
in  discussing  the  probable  expenditure, 
Mr.  Raphael  treated  the  amount  suggested 
as  of  no  consequence  whatever,  but  that 
he  did  not  like  to  hazard  even  a  small 
sum  on  speculation ;  that  he  could  not 
rely  upon  the  success  of  the  petition  or 
the  certainty  of  his  return,  otherwise  he 
would  willingly  incur  the  expense.  This 
language  was  in  strict  conformity  with 
what  Mr.  Raphael  had  used  throughout 
his  previous  communications  with  Mr. 
Vigors,  and  he  then  repeated  to  Mr.  Vigors, 
that  if  the  electors  would  prosecute 
the  petition,  and  should  succeed  in  avoid- 
ing the  previous  election,  and  be  able  to 
secure  his  (Mr.  Raphael's)  return,  he 
would  come  forward  as  a  candidate,  and 
would  be  content  to  incur  even  a  larger 
expense,  if  necessary,  than  the  amount 
originally  suggested.  After  this  commu- 
nication between  Mr.  Vigors  and  Mr. 
Raphael,  the  former  determined  to  prose- 
cute the  petition ;  and  took  upon  himself 
the  responsibility  of  the  whole  expense  of 
carrying  it  on, upon  the  understanding  with 
Mr.  Raphael,  that  in  the  event  of  success, 
and  of  his  becoming  a  candidate,  he  would 
reimburse  the  expenses  of  that  petition. 
The  result  of  the  petition  was,  that  Colonel 
Bruen  and  Mr.  Kavanagh  were  declared 
not  duly  elected.  The  Committee  came 
to  that  aetermination  on  the  27th  of  May, 
1835 ;  and  the  fact  was  communicated  to 
Mr.  Vigors  at  a  meeting  of  the  members 
of  the  Zoological  Society,  where  Mr« 
Raphael  was  also  in  attendance.  Mr. 
Vigors  immediately  entered  into  conver* 
sation  with  him  upon  the  subject  of  his 
then  coming  forward)  as  before  proposed. 
Mr*  Raphael  renewed  his  former  profes- 
sions, and  expressed  himself  anxious 
to  become  a  Member  for  Carlow ;  bat«  as 
usual,  he  yet  hesitated.  The  sitnation  of 
the  eoQoty^  and  of  the  stale  of  parties 


there,  wais  again  fully  discuMed,  and  the 
probable  amount  of  the  expense ;  and  Mr* 
Vigors  again  urged  Mr.  Raphael  to  exa- 
mine into  those  expenses,  and  pay  them 
himself.  Mr.  Raphael  reiterated  his  wish 
to  be  at  a  certainty  as  to  the  amount 
which  he  could  be  called  upon  to  pay*-* 
declined  disbursing  the  money  himself, 
stating,  that  his  mind  was  so  peculiarly 
constituted  that  it  gave  him  much  more 
pain  to  be  paying  many  small  sums  at  dif- 
ferent times  than  to  pay  a  considerable 
sum  at  once;  and,  therefore,  he  desired 
that  some  amount  might  be  named,  upon  the 
payment  of  which  he  might  be  guaranteed 
against  any  further  expense ;  and  in  con- 
sequence of  the  often*repeated  request  of 
Mr.  Raphael,  Mr.  Vigors  stated  the  out- 
side amount  of  all  the  expense  to  which 
he  could  be  put,  to  be  2,000/.,  and  offered, 
upon  payment  of  that  sum,  that  the  com- 
mittee should  guarantee  him  from  any 
further  expense.  Mr.  Raphael,  stated  he> 
was  quite  willing  to  pay  that  sum,  which* 
he  thought  small,  if  he  could  be  made 
certain,  but  insisted  upon  his  objection  to 
incur  any  expense,  however  small,  at  an 
uncertainty.  Mr.  Vigors,  on  the  other- 
hand,  stated  that  the  freeholders  could 
not  embark  in  a  contest  unless  the  ex- 
penses were  ensured ;  and,  after  some 
further  discussion,  as  a  middle  course,  it 
was  suggested  that  one-half  of  the  2,000(., 
should  be  paid  on  the  nomination,  the 
other  half  upon  Mr.  Raphael's  being  re- 
turned ;  the  first  1,000/.  to  be  applied  to 
the  legal  expenses  of  the  election,  and  if 
any  surplus  remained,  that  that  surplus 
should  be  appropriated  to  the  part  pay- 
ment of  the  expenses  of  the  then  lately 
determined  petition,  by  which  the  new  elec- 
tion had  been  obtained ;  the  second  1 ,000/. 
to  be  applied  generally  in  payment  of  the 
election  expenses,  and  the  surplus  to  the 
subscription  fund  to  defray  the  expenses 
of  the  registration  of  the  voters,  and  to 
the  relief  of  poor  voters  who  might  be 
distrained  upon  by  their  landlords  in 
consequence  of  voting  in  opposition  to 
their  wishes.  Mr.  Raphael  readily  acqui- 
esced in  the  amount  and  the  application 
of  the  money,  but  still  wished  to  delay, 
and  expressed  an  anxiety  to  advise  with  a 
friend*  Mr.  Vigors  stated  that  he  him- 
self was  under  an  absolute  necessity  for 
leaving  London  for  Ireland  immediately^ 
that  he  might  prepare  for  the  election, 
and,  therefore,  strongly  urged  Mr.  Rat 
pbael  to  determine.    He  inquired  who  the 
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f    '  h  n*  *♦•.'* '^Ti »« '"H.     It  Pi*pr^th*^  fcrf  the 


(' *'  ••!/:•  *'^t  'J  Mr.   V«g'»«,  r»f  had  h^^-n 

iir^Ng'"''*  t.  It  t^jj'i  Wrn  •••ecpsted  bir 
Wr.  ^  iv'  ''.ihal  »Mi  I  'title  l^*?  H»«l  1.^"M/. 
** '. '  ^'!  t  s»   i  c-  #xVan»»frl  In  the  declion 


ifan  dbs 
^«»«S;»«a  Had  aeea  ■■!&  viirii.  &  visr  tm  ibe 

M-^*v«pr:  ac  «tfwr  taaei  k 

f^5w?  ^  bHfyr-r  tie 

Ka4  V>ii  fft^  J  iiiftflfeHirt,  aad  ii  was 
r^<inr  t^mmed.  ikon  2h  caafid  penoos 
i9»«pf4  fiiDj*  faoHj,  asd  vneqwvoctDj,  ac- 
q«yrt  Oie  bc««  axld  loraed  Menber  of  all 
cH«nt«i  <^  t  pectiiiiajy  natare.  He  was 
erftitled  149  a  full  aod  aoeqnivocal  acquittal 
of  er^rrthtn^  involving  penonal  intq^tj, 
every  tlihif  like  a  atain  of  moral  torpitade. 
It  Wat  clear*  that  the  hon.  and  learned 
Mettiber  had  nothing:  like  a  control  over 
the  money:  that  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  arted  thnxighoot  merelj  as  an 
^enl  in  the  ttaiisactioB ;   and  that  the 


cf  t!.<   $^\f),\i9  tVrntd  be  applied  to  the    whole  Hiotiet  bad  been  pn^ieflj  accoonted 


fbr.  >inie«  Wefifftlieaid,  thai  a  renewed 
and  (wTlher  attack  vaa  to  be  amde  upon 
the  hott.  tv)d  learned  McHber  for  DaUio, 
he  feU  'MMne  «atts&ctxia  tint  the  attach 
w^s  to  be  led  b^  6ie  hoa.  aad  leaned 
Member  for  Bra^fard;  hecawae,  as  tint 


|.aymcnl  of  ih**  f  x|K:n*<»<  of  the  ptetif?n« 

|>»:'ii  Ml ;    and    no   tneigettvott   had  beeti 

mad':  TC'gflTding  any  «!ib<cqneTit  petH^n, 

or  ihf-  o  ""i  which  mipfil  htt  ccca^icned  by 

any  •!)<  h  prm  f  dmg^ ;  ^al  in  Mr.  OX?on- 

ntfrn  ariangi-nv  nt,  ii  was  pTv\ ided,  that 

iIk!    fMr\h\^     c(     the     ^pcotA    1,000/.    hon.  Member  beUmged  to  the 

ahould  hi:  applir-d,  if  r»fce?«5rT,  to  the    of  which  he    also  was   a 

|ja\  nv.nl  of  tlv-  ooct^  of  any  futii'-e  petition    thonglu  there  might  he 

whii  h  miphi  1m'  pro*'  riled.     A^thoTif^h  Mr.    ck>n^  in  his  TJew  of  the  matter.     He  anti- 

ViK<  fs  h:\d   noi   contomplatcd   any  such    cipated,  from  the  profeasioRalhabifiB  oftbe 

ap|«ronrKilinn,lic  did  not  ho«itate  in  adopt-    hon.  and  le«med  Member  ^tmX  ihs  chaise 

injc   the   ninn^Mncnt   so    made  by  Mr. 


wonld  be  presented  in  a  dmiaet  aad 
tancihle  ^hape,  and  tiiat  tiie  mdeaoe 
making  ont  that  chai^  would  he  d»- 
tinctly  bronght  forward  ;  bat  he  had  heea 
most  grievotisly  disappointed.  He  ha^ 
heard  only  vague  ireneraliTy  in  the  dsMS^ 
and  \rant  of  precision  in  Teferrim:  to  the 
evidence.  With  anch  an  acquittal  as  he  hid 
adverted  to,  and  w^th  distinct  evideaor  ^ 
the  application  of  every  AilltBirof  the  what 
2,000/.  to  legal  and  proper  nomoBBa.  the 


OTonnj'll,  as  j^oon  as  he  was  aware  of  it. 
Under  litis  arrangement,  Mr.  Faphacl  paid 
2,01)1)/.,  A  part  of  which  snm  was  applied  in 
thf  payment  of  txponvps  connocted  with  the 
cltTtion  «lri('ttylet;al  nnH  p.  o per  expenses 
•  andlhe  whole  of  llic  residue  was  applied  to 
the  paymonl  of  the  costs  of  the  pet  it  ion  after- 
wards presented  against  the  return  of  Mr. 
Ixapharl  and  Mr.  A'i^Ms.  lie  hedged  the 
lluuso  (o  attend  to  the  fact,  thut  formal 

and  ilihtinet  txidenoo  was  produced  before  hon.  Member  for  Bradi^  iMwr  propeaad  to 
the  Oomniittrtt  to  establish  the  fact  ihnt  the  House  to  re*«nf]ve  that  a  oorrapt 
iho  whole  of  tlie  CI.»>00/,  paid  l>y  Mr.  n>ent  was  made,  and  thereby  agrais 
Kaphael  was  applied  tci  the  payment  of  the  '  of  the  pririle^  of  the  HiMMe 
le>;al  eXjHMises  oonnivird  with  Mr.  Ra-  '  whilst  the  noble  Lord  <ippMite  ii 
phaoPK  election;  and  he  feared  very  few  that  the  Carl ow  Clnb  9old  theeaaraty.  J^ 
Kcnthmen  who  h.we  boon  teturnetl  oftcr  a  '  the  representation  up  to  ancttmi ;  thai  tk 
ot>ntost,  ivmKI  ^ivr  so  <i.Mi<: factory  on  ae-  transaction  \va«  in  no  wise  dHfcreat  frtan  a 
co«ni  ol*  tlio  npplunUioM  of  the  monev.  propriftnr  sellhiir  the  ««t  for  a  Iwniu^j: 
Sneh  WAR  iW  lKun.u"tu>n  undn  considt  r-  that  the  whole  wrw  a  harj^n  hr  which  Um 
ation.  N\  ht^n  it  was  fiisi  broucrht  under  Carlm  C'lnh  micrht  ptit  g.OOOi.  in  thu* 
thr  lu^tKV  oi  ihr  lli>u<r  a  chtu;'«   of  por-     p-^oket-^ ;  an*!  that  the  traasaetidQ  wa».  «» 
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the  highest  degree,  corrupt  and  subversive 
of  the  freedom  and  purity  of  election.  He 
appealed  to  the  House,  whether  or  not 
there  were  the  slightest  foundation  for 
those  strong  and    rash   assertions — they 
were  one  and  all  utterly  destitute  of  foun- 
dation. The  slender  ground  upon  which  the 
whole  of  these  charges  were  built,  was, 
that  Mr.  Vigors  suggested,  in  the  course 
of  the  treaty,  that  if  the  first  1,000Z.  were 
more  than  sufficient  to  pay  the  election 
expenses,    some  portion   of  the  surplus 
should  be  applied  to  pay  the  costs  of  the 
then    recently-determined    petition,    and 
that  any  surplus  of  the  second  IfiOOL^ 
after  paying  the  election  expenses,  should 
be  paid  to  the  fund  to  promote  the  due 
registration  of  the  votes,  and  relieve  the 
poor  voters  who  might  be  persecuted  for 
voting  against  the  wishes  of  their  land- 
lord.    As  to  the  first,  the  petition  had 
relation    to  the    immediate  election    for 
which  Mr.  Raphael  was  a  candidate ;  the 
vacancy  he  wished  to  supply  had  been 
made  by  the  decision  upon  that  petition. 
The  petition  had  been  presented  in  rela- 
tion to  Mr.  Raphael ;  Mr.  Vigors,  a  free- 
holder, had  been  induced  to  render  him- 
self liable  to  the  expenses  of  prosecuting 
that  petition,    after  communication  with 
Mr.  Raphael  upon  the  subject,  and  upon 
the  understanding  with  him  that,  in  the 
event  of  the  petition  being  successful,  he 
would  become  a  candidate  to  fill  the  va- 
cancy, and  would  contribute  to  the  pay- 
ment of  its  expenses. — [No/  YesI]  "  Yes," 
the    fact   was    so.    [Read!  Read/]    He 
would  not  detain  the  House  to  read  the 
passage.    [Hear  I  Hear!]    If  be  had  the 
honour  of  being  known  to  those    hon. 
Members  who  complimented  him  with  that 
cheer,    they  would  not  be  so  ready  to 
utter  it ;  they  would  know  that  he  should 
not  hazard  a  statement  which  he  was  not 
in    a  condition  fully  to  establish.    [Lord 
Stanley :  Hear  f]  If  the  noble  Lord  meant 
by  his  cheer  to  express  a  doubt  that  it  ex- 
istedy  he  would  arrest  the  course  of  his 
observations^  and  produce  the    passage. 
The  noble  Lord  had  been  employing  the 
holidays  in  studying  this  evidence,  and  had 
overlooked  the  fact  he  had  stated.    The 
noble  Lord  had  certainly  made  holiday- 
work  of  his  labours.    He  repeated,  Mr. 
Vigors  rendered  himself  liable  to  pay  these 
expenses,  upon  an   understanding    with 
Mr.  Raphael  that,  in  the  event  of  the 
petition  being  successful,  and  his  becoming 
a  candidate,  he  would  contribute  to  pay 
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the  costs  of  the  petition — an  understand- 
ing Mr.  Raphael  distinctly  recognized  by 
his  subsequent  conduct.  The  object  of  the 
petition  was  to  procure  for  Mr.  Raphael  the 
representation  of  the  county ;  he  proposed 
to  avail  himself  of  the  petition  by  becoming 
a  candidate:  why  should  he  not  pay 
the  costs  of  that  petition  —  prosecuted 
with  his  knowledge  and  concurrence, 
and  for  his  advantage?  The  electors 
were  too  poor  to  bear  the  expense — 
what  candidate  would  have  refused  to  pay 
such  costs,  and  have  permitted  Mr.  Vigors 
to  have  become  personally  liable  for  them  ? 
And  when  Mr.  Raphael  consented  to  be- 
come a  candidate,  he  was  bound,  in 
honour,  to  permit  any  surplus  of  the  sum 
to  which  he  had  limited  the  amount  of  his 
advance,  to  be  applied  to  the  reimburse- 
mentor  indemnity  of  Mr.  Vigors,  in  regard 
to  those  expenses.  It  was  not  the  case  of 
a  gentleman  first  making  his  appearance 
as  a  candidate  at  some  subsequent  election, 
and  who  was  required  to  pay  the  costs  of 
a  petition  relating  to  a  previous  election 
in  which  he  had  had  no  concern  or  interest 
—from  which  he  derived  no  benefit — upon 
which  he  had  never  been  consulted,  nor 
had  held  out  any  expectation  of  his  seeking 
to  fill  the  vacancy  which  might  be  occa- 
sioned by  the  successful  termination  of  it, 
or  of  which  he  had  never  heard  until  called 
upon  to  pay  the  expense  which  had  at- 
tended its  prosecution.  No  hon.  Mem- 
ber could  fail  to  perceive  the  utter  want  of 
analogy  between  Mr.  Raphael's  case  and 
that  which  he  had  supposed ;  and  he  was 
at  a  loss  to  understana  how  it  could  be 
contended  that  the  freedom  of  election 
had  been  violated  in  this  case,  or  its  pu- 
rity stained.  Mr.  Raphael  was  not  adopted 
as  a  candidate  for  the  first  time  after  the 
costs  of  the  petition  had  been  incurred  ; 
and  because  he  consented  to  pay  such 
costs,  his  political  principles  had  been 
ascertained,  and  he  had  been  approved 
and  accepted  as  a  proper  person  to  be 
supported  as  a  candidate  to  represent  the 
county,  before  the  petition  was  presented. 
The  petition  was  prosecuted  for  the  ex- 
press purpose  of  obtaining  him  for  a  re- 
presentative— and  no  single  argument  had 
been  adduced,  tending  to  the  establish- 
ment of  the  proposition  for  which  the 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite  contended. 
But  upon  this  part  of  the  subject  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  had  argued  as  if 
the  stipulation  that  the  costs  of  the  peti- 
tioner should  be  paid,  had  formed  ^  part 
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4<  ;m  kiqpm  mnitg  wkiA  Ifc  Biyfcif  I 
Wa«4r  at  cM#i>^i»u — •e.jcik  m  coc  cae 
<*^  TV«ie  l4«,  iUaL^jttt  eUittij  over- 
kiMd  »  tfff.wmmthft  U  MKfr.rtaace  id 

D^vuft   •«*  oMcerr^ti — ftaatd^,  that  in 
tiM  kn^tii^WitM  m^€  by  him,  do  socfa 
•bpk^^y^^  1^^  a* J  t'^'fc-;^  reii'iikg  to  it, 
#a«  c/>&u.r^y  jjct  cA  it  %\.yt9a  that  be 
4h»^r  Mtpdrr^tMid  it  bad  e«en  beeo  ir*atteff 
4(i(/  t/4r»ly  «r  $^^(Aut,cn  ;  if  Ije  did  to  un- 
44f  M;k/.d«  be  arUtbly  oe-rer  acted  npoo 
k; — *tt4  t><«  Uitim  of  tLe  iM  of  Juoe, 
#K»r|^   th#:re    it  no  doubt  contained  tbe 
mhfM  bstrg^iUf  were  entirely  free  from  any 
itMU   tjrtkittum.     It    bad    been,    bevond 
alt  douMp  iM-otioDed   by  Mr.  Vigors  in 
ti>#'  t/«»ty,  and  auented  to  by  Mr.  Ra- 
f(»arl;  bot  tbe  only  contract,  agreement, 
or  ii/i<'#sf stand ing,  upon  wbicb  Mi.   Ra- 
fh^l  hrrame  a  candidate,  and  opon  which 
n  wintugrrtd  by  Mr.  Vigors,  or  tlieCarlow 
Cbib  to  ftttfiport  Mr.   Raphael,  wa«  that 
which  Mr.  0*Connel1  made  and  embodied 
in  tli#  letter  of  ihc  Ut  of  June.    Tbe  ar- 
gliiincnt,  therefore,  was  destitute  of  the  fact, 
upon  tha  false  assumption  of  which  it  is 
built ;  and  what  the  efiect  of  any  such 
lil^reement  might  bare  been,  had  it  been 
made,    ou);ht    not    to  form  any  ground 
for    tha  decision  of   this  night,    as,    in 
fsrt,  no  such  ai^reemcnt  ever  did  exist. 
The  bon.  and  lesrnod  Member  for  Brad- 
ford i^finerally  referred  to  the  Sessional 
Order  and  tho  Statute^he  had  not  read 
th«  words  of  either ;  but  it  was  necessary, 
to  a  right  itid|;mcnt  tioing  formed,  that 
both  should  be  referred  to.    The  Sutute, 
iS  Us  proamblo  proved,  was  passed  to 
supply  nn  omission  in  the  previous  law, 
Defora    that    Statute,  unless  the   party 
brih<»d  was  A  voter,  bribery  was  no  oflcnce. 
Thiit  Statute  made  it  an  oflcnce  for  any 
on«,    whether  voter   or  not,  to  take  a 
biitia  or  luoney  to  procure  a  return  to 
Varliatneut.     The   act,   which    was  de* 
seritiod  In  the  Statute  as  constitutinj:  the 
nRVnoc»i  was  the  rndeavouriu^  to  nrucure 
tlie  return  of  an  individual  to  Parliament 
tw  iniiney.    Th«  Sessional  Order  treated 
of  brilM>iY  and  Civrupt  practices,    \Yhat 
were  tlie  f^cts,  iu  the  transaction  in  ques* 
IU«n«  which  wei*e  sup|H^iHi  to  amount  to 


t*  tbe  5sit,is 


jMsd  to  Ife  Sdhn^datt-fi^  «fcr  tke 

of  tbe  Callow  Clab?    As 

to  aay,  se 
■pOB  tbe  sab- 
ject — chat,  altboc^  taHsed  abo«t  in  the 
course  of  tbe  ticaiy,  it  setv  focined  part 
of  ti>e  eootnct,  aa  be  bad  explained,  and 
tberefoie  bo  ofienoe  was  cwVaitted ;  bot 
he  bad  presuoaed  t^  oSa  aone  remarks  to 
the  House  to  show,  that  even  if  tbe  contract 
had  cooiained  such  a  stip&iatkMi,aBd  if  that 
siipaUtion  had  been  actually  performed, 
still  no  c^ence  would  bare  been  com- 
mitted.   It  was  neitber  bribery  nor  a  oor- 
mpt  practice.     Who    was  bribed?     It 
could   only  be  Mr.  Vigors,  because  ao 
benefit  was  contemplated  to  any  one  bot 
himself.      Looking  to  tbe  previous  cir- 
Constances,  conld   it  for  a  moment  be 
contended,  that  after  tbe  petition  hsd 
been  successful,  tbe  reference  to  tbe  tenai 
of  the  previous  n^otiation.  applicable  to 
those  costs.ooold  be  ocMisidered  as  a  bribing 
of  Mr.  Vigors ;  or  that  the  reimbursemeot 
of  him  was  a  corrupt  practising,  withia 
the  meaning  of  the  Sessional  Resolutioo 
— or  could  it  be  deemed  an  agreeineot 
between  Mr.  Raphael  and  Mr.  Vigors,  to 
procure   the  return  of  Mr.   Raphael  for 
money?      Does  not    this    mean   moaq 
given  without  reasonable  claim  or  grouodi 
and  as  the  corrupt  inducement  to  procure 
the  return.    ["  Read  the  proviso.*^  Cer- 
tainly, he  would  read  the  proviao ;  becsoM 
the  effect  of  the  proviso  was  to  strengtbes 
the  argument  he  was  submitting  to  the 
House.     The  proviso  declared,  that  tbe 
Statute  should  not  be  construed  to  eiteod 
to  any  money  paid  for  any  legal  expense, 
bond  fide  incurred  at  or  concerning  soy 
election.     Now,  first,  were  the  costs  of 
the  petition  against  Colonel  Braen  sfid 
Mr.  Kavanagh  legal  expeosea?     There 
was  none  so  weak  as  to  cootro^mt  thit« 
Then  did  it  concern  any  election  ?    The 
word  was,  •*  any  election."     Who  cooid 
deny  that  the  costs  of  that  petition  cos- 
cerned  any  election  ?     It  concerned  both 
the  previous  election,  which  it  rendered 
void,  and  the  subsequent  election,  which 
it  occasioned.    The  Statute  did  not  oeao 
to  create  an  offence  out  of  the  payoMst 
of  real  expenses  incurred  for  blind  JUk  ob- 
jects, but  corrupt  payments  for  expesiet 


VmiIk^iy  nml  coirupt  practioctT  \V«s  it  j  illegally  incarred,  or  property  by  way  of 
\hp  iH*ntt»mplntion  of  lhi»  appr\>)Mriiition  of:  corrupt  inducement.  Bat,  before  they 
9i  |vitt  nf  ihr  liist  l»000/.  to  the  (^yment  |  examined  the  proviso,  tbe  Act  most  be 
iA'  a  ivAtt  \\t  X\\p  K\vi>i*  of  x\w  iirtition :  or  i  looked  at  to  aee  what  was  the  offence* 
was  It  ib^  Hi^ro^mi^nt  thul  any  p^^b)«  I  k  waa  the  office  of  tbe  ensc^tmeiit  to  it) 
mr)4iM  ift  Uit  iwond  IfiOOi.  tbouM  belwhsi  a^  fbould  cowtiMs  Uis  oisnce. 
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The  cfiect  of  the  proviso  was  to  include 
certain  acts  which  might,  contrary  to  the 
intention  of  the  firamer  of  the  Statute,  be 
brought  within  the  words  of  the  enact- 
ment, bat  which  were  not  within  the 
meaning  of  the  author.  The  proviso 
created  no  offence,  but  excluded.  The 
preamble  of  the  Statute  showed,  that  the 
acts  intended  to  be  punished  were  acts  of 
bribery ;  and  the  enactment  made  it  cri* 
minal  for  any  one  to  agree  to  procure  the 
return  to  Parliament  of  an  individual  for 
money,  which  clearly  meant  money  given 
as  a  bribe,  or  corrupt  inducement  in  the 
nature  of  a  bribe.  This  case,  therefore, 
does  not  require  the  protection  and  aid  of 
the  proviso,  because  it  did  not  fall  within 
the  enactment.  There  was  no  colour  for 
assimilating  it  to  a  bribe;  but  if  there 
were,  it  would  be  saved  by  the  proviso,  for 
it  was  the  payment  of  a  legal  expense 
concerning  an  election.  He  therefore  con* 
tended,  that  if  it  had  been  finally  agreed, 
as  it  was  originally  proposed,  that  the 
costs  of  the  first  petition  should  be  paid 
out  of  Mr  Raphael's  money,  such  an 
agreement,  or  the  performance  of  it,  would 
not  have  been  a  breach  either  of  the  special 
Order  or  of  the  Statute.  The  only  other 
ground  upon  which  it  was  argued  that  the 
bargain  was  corrupt  was,  that  it  contained 
a  stipulation  that  if  the  election  expenses 
did  not  exhaust  the  whole  amount  of  the 
2,0002.,  then  the  surplus  should  be  paid 
over  to  the  subscription  fund,  instead  of 
being  returned  to  Mr.  Raphael ;  and  it 
was  argued — as  far  as  he  could  compre- 
hend the  course  of  reasoning  presented  to 
the  House  upon  the  part  of  the  case— that 
the  requiring  Mr.  Raphael  to  contribute  to 
the  fund  in  the  event  of  the  expenses  not 
exhausting  the  amount  advanced,  was  an 
agreement  on  the  part  of  Mr.  O'Connell, 
Mr.  Vigors,  or  the  Carlow  Club,  to  pro- 
cure—for money — the  return  of  Mr. 
Raphael  for  Carlow  ; — or  that  the  provide 
ing  a  fund  for  the  relief  of  those  voters 
who  might  be  distrained  by  their  landlords 
by  reason  of  that  course  of  voting,  con- 
atituted  bribery  or  a  corrupt  practice, 
contrary  to  the  Sessional  Resolution  and 
to  the  Act  of  Parliament.  He  hoped  that 
be  had  correctly  conceived  and  stated  the 
effect  of  the  argament  of  the  other  side  ;  if 
he  had  not,  it  was  not  to  be  ascribed  to 
any  want  of  attention,  or  the  absence  of  a 
sincere  desire  correctly  to  understand  and 
faithfully  to  present  it.  The  noble  Lord 
oertiinly  not  been  aparingi  of 


very  broad,  bold,  and  general  asiertionss 
but  he  had  not  condescended  to  support 
them  by  even  the  appearance  of  argument 
or  proof.  In  the  face  of  evidence  which 
showed  that  no  one  of  the  parties  who 
engaged  in  the  treaty  ever  stipulated  for, 
or  ever  expected  or  sought  to  obtain,  the 
slightest  pecuniary  benefit  from  any 
amount  which  Mr.  Raphael  might  ad^ 
vance ;  but  that  the  only  application  ever 
contemplated  by  Mr.  Raphael  or  Mr.  Vi- 
gors,  or  any  member  of  tne  Carlow  Club» 
was  to  secure  a  due  registration  of  the 
votes,  and  to  deter  the  Tory  landlords 
from  terrifying  the  electors  from  voting 
according  to  their  principles,  by  threats  or 
distress, — and  to  embolden  such  electors 
to  vote  independently  of  all  fear  by  showing 
to  both  landlords  and  voters^  that  a  fund  was 
created  for  the  relief  of  those  who  might 
become  the  victims  of  the  landlord's 
political  resentment,  and  thus  to  secure 
the  freedom  of  election ;  and  with  the 
knowledge  that  the  evidence,  while  it 
established,  in  the  mostundeniablemanner, 
the  absence  of  all  intention  that  pecuniary 
advantage  should  be  derived  by  any  of  the 
parties  to  the  treaty,  and  proved  in  an 
equally  satisfactory  manner,  that,  in  point 
of  fact,  not  a  shilling  had  been  apolied  to 
any  improper  purpose ;  yet  the  noble  Lord 
ventured  in  the  face  of  that  evidence  to 
declare  that  the  Carlow  Club  sold  the 
representation  of  the  county,  by  auction, 
to  the  best  bidder, — that  the  transaction 
on  the  part  of  the  Club  had  been  grossly 
and  scandalously  corrupt, — that  the  seat 
was  corruptly  sold  to  Mr.  Raphael,  in 
order,  by  means  of  the  purchase  money,  to 
put  2,000/.  into  the  pockets  of  its  members, 
— and  that  the  transaction  was  innorespect 
different  from  those  which  were  formerly 
so  much  practised  and  condemned,  but  that 
it  exactly  resembles  the  case  of  a  patron 
selling  the  seat  for  his  borough  for  2,000/. 
or  3,000/.,  and  putting  the  money  into  his 
pocket.  Surely  any  one  who  read  the 
evidence  would  be  marvellously  astonished 
at  such  assertions.  How  had  the  Com- 
mittee of  the  House  discharged  its  duty  ? 
Had  it  been  asleep,  that  the  Report  should 
be  silent  upon  all  these  enormities.  There 
were  not  wanting  Members  unon  the 
Committee  holding,  with  considerable  tena- 
city and  strength,  opinions  so  adverse  to 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Dublin, 
as  to  preclude  all  suspicion  of  any  wish, 
on  their  part,  to  screen  him.  The  Report, 
however,    ytw  unanimoaely  agreed  tOr 
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How,    then,   had  it  happened  that  the 
Committee,    so  constituted,    should  not 
have  hinted,  or  suggested,  or  snrmised  in 
their  Report,  any  one  of  these  charges 
now  advanced  by  the  noble  Lord,   the 
Member  for  Soath  Lancashire,  which  he 
treated  as  clearly  proved,  condemning  all 
the  parties  as  if  fonnd  guilty  npon  the 
clearest  evidence  ?    There  was  no  founda- 
tion for  any  one  of  these  strong  assertions. 
The  facts,  as  stated  in  the  evidence,  were, 
that  after  the  elections  that  had  taken 
place  since  the  Reform  Bill,  great  oppres- 
sion had  been  practised  by  the  landlords 
against  their  tenants  who  had  voted  in  a 
manner  inconsistent  with  their  wishes.    It 
was  said,  that  the  lands  having  been  let  at 
the  old  high  rents,  upon  leases  not  yet  run 
out,  that  the  landlords,  for  several  years 
since,  had  found  it  necessary  to  remit 
a  considerable  portion  of  the  rent;  that 
the  reduced  rents  had  always  been  received 
as  the  actual  reiit  payable ;  and  that  no 
attempts  had  ever  been  made  until  lately, 
when,  for  election  purposes,  it  had  been 
sought  to  enforce   the   payment  of  the 
higher  rent,  which  it  was  well  known  to 
be  impossible  for  the  tenant  to  pay — ^that 
it  had  also  been  the  practice  of  first  land- 
lords to  permit  a  quarter's  rent  even  of 
the  reduced  amount  to  be  in  arrear,  and 
that  a  tenant  had  never  been  considered  as 
behind,  who  paid  one  quarter  under  an- 
other ;  but  it  was  said  that  latterly,  where 
the  voter  had  polled  in  opposition  to  his 
landlord,  advantage  had  been  taken  of  the 
tenant,  at  the  dead  season  of  the  year,  to 
distrain  upon  him  suddenly,  and  when  he 
had  had  little  beyond  his  household  food, 
not  only  for  the  quarter  usually  allowed 
to  be  held  back,  but  for  all  the  old  high  rent 
never  called  for  before,  aod  which  had  in 
truth  been  considered  as  entirely  remitted. 
From  this  cause,  misery  and  wretchedness 
had  been  occasioned  to  such  an  extent,  as  to 
excite  public  sympathy,  and  subscriptions 
had  been  occasionally  raised  for  the  relief 
of  such  persons.    This  conduct  had  mate- 
rially affected  the  freedom  of  elections,  by 
many  tenants  being  deterred  from  voting 
according  to  their  principles,  through  fear 
of  ruin  being  thereby  brought  upon  them.. 
Some  of  the  freeholders  of  the  county, 
professing  liberal  opinions,  had  associated 
with  the  view  of  endeavouring  to  put  an 
end  to  this  system  of  intimidation  by  rais- 
ing a  subscription  to   afford  temporary 
relief  to  the  sufferers.    The  only  other 
object  of  this  Club  was,  to  secure  the  due 
registration  of  the  votes  of  those  professing 


liberal  principles,  against  whom  olgeetbns 
were  vexationsly  urged.    It  was  alleged 
that  it  had  been  the  practice  of  the  Tories 
in  Carlow  to  object  to  all  the  votes  of  theit 
opponents,  without  regard  to  their  vali- 
dity ;  beouiae,  in  order  to  sopport  the 
vote,  it  was  necessary  to  incur  such  Ion  of 
time  and  such  expense  as  few  of  the  voters 
could  sustain ;  that  many  electors  were  by 
these  means  most  unjustly  and  improperly 
deprived  of  their  votes.    To  resist  these 
most  unjust  practices,  and  to  sustain  their 
good  votes,  a  subscription  was  raised,  and 
in  aid  of  that  fund  it  was  proposed  that 
any  surplus  of  the  second  1,000/.  should 
be  applied.    Was  that  application  of  the 
fund  subversive  of  the  freedom  of  electioD, 
or  was  it  directed  to  the  end  of  enabling 
the  voter  to  exercise  his  franchise  honestly 
and  independently  ?    Could  any  man  en- 
tertain a  serious  doubt  upon  the  question? 
It  was,  therefore,  of  great  importance  to 
consider  for  what  purpose  this  fund  was 
raised.  [Hear!  hear!]  Did  hon. Members 
mean  to  contend  that  a  subscription  to  be 
applied  to  the  purposeshe  had  mentioned  was 
illegal,  and  Uiat  this  House  ought,  or  was 
disposed,  to  treat  the  persons  who  might 
contribute  to  it  as  violatmg  the  freedom  of 
election?    Then,  indeed,  it  was  a  serious 
question.    Had  the  House  no  means  to 
protect  the  voter  from  persecution  when 
he   freely  exercised  his  frant^ise,  or  to 
punish  the  persecutor,  who  was  the  real 
invader,  of  the  freedom  of  election  ?— and 
was  the  House  prepared  to  punish  those 
who   provided  the    only  means    which 
could  be  discovered  to  afford  even  a  veiy 
limited  protection  to  the  voter?    He  bad 
always  felt  very  serious  difficulties  upon  the 
question  of  the   ballot, — ^he   had  consi- 
dered that  its  adoption  would  be  but  a 
preference  given  to  one  evil  over  a  greater; 
but  if  the  House  were  prepared  to  say,  that 
the  voter  might  be  persecuted  by  the  rich 
on  the  one  hand,  for  the  purpose  of  de- 
stroying all  freedom  of  election,— and  at 
the  same  time  were  prepared  to  puntfh 
those  who  should  in  any  degree,  by  pecu- 
niary aid,  protect  the  voter;— then,  in- 
deed, whenever  the  House  should  indicate 
such  an  intention,  he  should  become  the 
unhesitating,  zealous,  and  detennined  sup- 
porter of  the  ballot ;  nothing  would  remtm 
for  the  people's  protection  but  the  ballot, 
and  that  only  protection  he  iNkpfd  the 
people  would  demand,  and  Qfer^oase 
would  feel  itself  in  justice  hCNVil^igtliit 
In  order  correctly  to  esttafiHf 
of  this  anbacriptioD,  it  mmi.l 
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bend  that,  previous  to  the  election,  it 
could  not  be  known  what  landloM  would 
feiort  to  the  unprincipled  measure  of  dis- 
training upon  his  tenant  from  political 
resentment,  and  that  no  piomise  or  expec- 
tation was  held  out  to  any  individual ; 
and  it  could  not  be  supposed  that,  after 
the  election,  a  tenant  who  had  voted  in 
opposition  to  his  landlord,  would  induce 
that  landlord  to  distrain  upon  him  for  the 
purpose  of  his  obtaining  the  scanty  and 
partial  relief  which  a  small  loan  from  this 
fund  would  afford.  And  who  were 
the  subscribers  to  the  fund  ?~the  free- 
holders tiiemseWes — the  electors  ;  those 
who,  BB  a  body,  were  most  interested  tn 
the  freedom  and  purity  of  election, — who 
could  have  no  possible  motive  to  piomole 
or  protect  abuse.  Who  had  the  adminis- 
tration of  the  fund?  The  voters  tbem- 
Belves, — the  neighbours  of  the  individuals 
claiming  protection  by  means  of  die  fund, 
— possessing  the  best  possible  means  of 
the  knowledge  of  the  real  situation  of  (be 
voter  and  his  claims  to  the  protection  which 
he  sought,  and  which,  after  all,  must  be 
necessarily  too  limited  to  invite  cupidity. 
So  far  as  regarded  the  electors  who  were 
not  members  of  the  Club,  there  was  no 
ground  to  impute  bribery  ?  and  as  con- 
cerned those  who  were  members,  the 
charges  and  assertions  of  the  noble  Lord 
could  only  be  met  by  referring  to  the 
evidence,  which  utterly  negatives  all  idea, 
expectation,  or  possibility  of  pecuniary 
benefit  to  them.  Not  a  line  was  to  be 
found  consistent  with  the  idea  that  any 
member  of  the  Club  was  to  have  any  par- 
ticipation in,  or  benefit  from  the  fund 
directly  or  indirectly;  and  most  extraor- 
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del  discussion  ?  There  was  not  the  sha- 
dow of  a  resemblance  between  the  two 
cases.  The  patron  of  the  borough,  in  the 
case  referred  to  with  so  much  effect  by 
the  noble  Lord  opposite,  transferred  his 
interest  in  the  borough  for  his  personal 
id  private  pecuniary  benefit,  and  .the 
whole  price  paid  was  put  into  his  pocket ; 
— he  was  guilty  of  a  great  political  mis- 
demeanor ;~his  motives  and  his  conduct 
were  aUke — unequivocally  corrupt.  Look 
at  this  case.  What  was  the  object  of  the 
Carlon  Club  ?  To  secure  a  Memiber  who 
lid  correctly  represent  their  principles 
and  opinions, — who  was  hnally  selected 
for  no  other  reason.  What  were  the 
means  to  be  employed?  None  but  the 
ideavouring  to  leave  every  voter  free  to 
ite  according  (o  his  principles,  unin- 
fluenced by  fear,  and  iberefore  seeking  to 
exclude,  if  possible,  the  cause  for  fear. 
No  offer,  no  promise,  no  expectation  held 
ay  one  of  the  gain  of  the  smallest 
amount  for  his  vote, — and  as  to  the  mem- 
bers of  the  Club,  it  was  really  idle  to 
talk  of  corruption.  Were  the  members  to 
corrupt  themselves  with  their  own  money  ? 
Not  a  line  in  the  whole  evidence  vaa  con* 
sistent  with  the  fact  of  any  one  member 
ever  receiviug  a  shilling  for  his  personal 
benefit.  No  hon.  Member  could  suggest 
a  passage  which  in  the  remotest  degree 
pointed  at  it.  When  the  law,  or  when  any 
one  spoke  fi(  corruption,  in  relation  to 
this  subject,  it  meant  some  pecuniary  be- 
nefit for  an  individual  or  body  of  meu  ; 
such  thing  existed;  the  talk  of  the 
membersof  the  Club  seeking  to  put  1,000/. 
into  their  pockets  was  a  fairy  tale — a 
perfect  delusion  on  the  part  of  the  noble 
Lord.  Instead  of  the  pockets  of  the 
members  of  the  Carlon  Club,  the  possible 
surplus  was  to  go  to  the  subscription  fund, 
of  which  not  even  a  single  farthing  was  to 
be  applied  for  the  benefit  of  the  Club  or 
its  members,  but  singly  and  only  for  the 
election  purposes,  to  which  be  had  re- 
ferred. There  was  no  contemplation  or 
intention,  nor  even  the  poBsibility  of  the 
Club  appropriating  the  least  imaginable 
portion  of  that  fund  to  which  they  were 
contributors,  to  the  personal  benefit  of 
any  one  of  the  members.  There  was  an 
entire  absence  of  ail  corruption,  because 
it  was  never  intended  that  any  one  specific 
individual  should  ever  receive  one  farthing 
I  o!  pecuniary  advantage,  and  he  asked  the 
H  l-i""se.  whether  they  ever  heard  a  greater 
itation  tUn  that  of  deaigoatiog 
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Ae  eoone  viiich  had  been  panned  to- 
night. When  the  Committee  sat,  he  re- 
qoested  that  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend, 
to  whom  it  was  intmsted  to  coodnct  the 
charge,  woald  give  him  some  intimation  of 
die  natoie  oi  that  charge,  that  he  might 
be  aware  of  the  tendency  of  the  evidence 
prodoced  to  sustain  ic,  and  might  know 
the  inferences  to  be  repelled ;  that,  how- 
ever, was  not  done.  After  the  evidence 
was  gone  throngh,  and  when,  therefore,  it 
was  reasonable  that  he  should  oe  inforuKd 
whether  it  was  scpposed  any  charge  had 
been  established  or  miscondnct  proved, 
that  he  might  have  answered  it,  he  had 
repeated  his  reqoest,  stating,  that  he  con- 
ceived that  everything  which  coold  be  con- 
sidered as  having  a  tendency  to  reflect 
npon  the  hon.  and  learned  Member,  had 
been  folly  explained  or  answered,  and  so- 
liciting to  be  informed  whether  it  was 
meant  to  be  contended,  that  the  evidence, 
in  any  part  of  it,  called  npon  the  Com- 
mittee to  report  adversely  to  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member,  that  be  might  be  heard 
before  the  Committee  upon  that  subject 
His  hon.  and  learned  Friend  said,  he  was 
not  the  accuser  of  Mr.  0*ConneI],  and  had 
no  charge  to  make.  He  was  thus  anxious 
to  learn  whether  any  charge  was  intended 
to  be  proved,  lest  he  should  have  passed 
over  any  portion  of  the  eTidence,  or  any 
matter,  supposing  it  immaterial,  and  that 
it  should  afterwards  be  brought  forward 
as  containing  matter  criminating  the  hon. 
Member.  He,  therefore,  requested  to  be 
protected  from  any  charge  being  after- 
wards brought  forward  by  surprise ;  and 
offered  the  hon.  Member  for  examination, 
that  at  least  no  excuse  might  be  found  for 
such  conduct  in  any  alleged  want  of  the 
means  of  investigation.  He  noticed  that 
a  letter  was  produced  by  Mr.  Raphael,  in 
which  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  asked 
Mr.  Raphael  whether  he  were  desirous  of 
being  made  a  Baronet?  Re  could  not 
mislake  the  motive  which  had  induced  the 
production  of  the  letter,  but  it  appeared 
to  him  irrelevant  to  the  inquiry  before  the 
Committee,  and  he,  therefore,  did  not  pro- 
secute the  examination  of  the  subject;  but 
as  he  was  satisfied  ihat  investigation  conld 
only  tend  to  repel  and  negative  any  just 
imputation  of  misconduct,  anywhere,  in 
respect  of  that  subject,  he  was  the  more 
desirous  to  subject  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  to  interrogation,  well  knowing, 
that  if  any  one  should  be  desirous  of 
travelling  out  of  the  proper  subject  of  in- 


quiry befoce  die  Coounittee,  and  shodid 
seek  to  extract  matter  of  crimination  in 
regard  to  the  Baronetcy  firom  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member,  they  would,  in  the  at- 
tempt, iail  into  a  trap,  and  find  that  the 
most  perfect  and  ntn&ctory  explanation 
existed.    He  did  not  expect  that  his  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  who  acted  as  nominee, 
would,  in  the  exociae  of  bis  own  judg- 
ment, make  any  inquiry  into  the  matter; 
because  he  was  satisfied  that  his  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  would  entertain  the  opinion 
that  he  had  expressed,  that  it  was  irrele- 
vant to  the  subject  into  whidi  the  Com- 
mittee were  investigating.    His  anticipa- 
tion was   correct;   his  hon  and  leuned 
Friend  did  not  put  any  question  upon  it, 
nor  did  any  other  person.    He  submitted, 
therefore,  to  the  House,  that  it  was  most 
nn&ur  and  uncandid,  after  the  Committee 
had  terminated  its  labours  and  made  its 
Report,  without  any  one  suggesting  the 
propriety  of  calling  for  any  explanation, 
or  insinuating,   however    remotely,    any 
matter  of  charge  upon  the  subject,  that 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Bradford 
should  now  make  observations  imputing 
misconduct  to  Mr.  O'Conndl,  in  that  re- 
spect.    The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
had  offered  himself  to  the  most  unlimited 
examination,  and  now  that  his  defoice  had 
closed,  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Bradford  insinuated  new  charges  against 
him.    The  sienal  failure  of  the  hoD.  and 
learned  Member,  in  regard  to  his  first 
charges,  ought  to  have  induced  g»-»*»*<*™g 
like  caution,  if  not  forbearance,  in  casting 
new  imputations.     Indeed,  he  most  say 
that,  considering  the  manner  in  which,  for 
party  purposes,  the  transactions  respecting 
the  Carlow  dection  were  presented  by  the 
press,  to  the  public,  and  the  gioaa  mis- 
representations that  were  made,  Ike  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Dublin  had  casise, 
if  not  to  be  grat^ul,  at  least  to  sejoice, 
that  the  hon.  and  karned  Member  for 
Bradford  had  caused  the  subject  to  be 
fully  investigated.    Those  only  ooold  now 
entertain  any  impression  hostile   to  the 
{propriety  of  conaoct  of  the  boa.  and 
learned   Member,  who  either  woidd  not 
take  the  trouble  to  read  the  eviieaoe,.  or 
who  were  misled  by  inveterale|irepQaHHioo. 
The    evidence  was   so   peifeel    ifcat    it 
must  have  satisfied  any  oouit  of  jisstto. . 
Lcx>kingto  the  terms  of  A||eMferenc>     • 
the  House  to  the  CoMH^  he 
what  ai^ali^r  ^■■^^•WBl  of  " 
vastheremr'  HMiiti 
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Yet  the  hon.  Member  now  c«me  with  no- 
thiog  more  than  the  letter  itself,  which  the 
House  had  already  before  it  when  it  sent 
the  matter  for  inquiry  before  the  Commit- 
tee ;   and  upon  that  letter  the  House  was 
asked  to  re-agitate  this  question.     The 
letter  began  by  stating  a  fact,  namely, 
that  an  agreement  in  the  following  terms 
had  been  entered  into.    Under  that  agree* 
ment  there  had  been  an  attempt  made  to 
return  the  two  Members;  and  now  the 
House  was  called  on  to  say,  that  that  was 
a  breach  of  the  privilegea  of  the  House,  and 
an  infraction  of  the  Act  of  Parliament. 
All  the  facts  were  before  the  House  before 
the  case  was  sent  to  the  Committee.    He 
should  be  glad  to  know  whether,  if  the 
hon.  Member  succeeded   in   getting  his 
resolutions  passed,    he   really  expected 
that  the  House  would  send  Mr.  vigors 
and  Mr.  0*Connell  to   Newgate?     He 
should  like,  also,  to  know  which  of  Mr. 
Raphael's  estimable  qualities  it  was  which 
was  to  except  him  from  the  same  pro- 
ceeding?   Mr.  Raphael  and  his  attorney, 
Mr.  Hamilton,  were  parties  to  this  con- 
tract, and  for  aught  he  knew  he  might  be 
one  of  the  most  guilty.    He  was  the  per- 
son returned ;   but  this  resolution  led  to 
an  unavoidable  suspicion  that  party  feel- 
ings were  not  wholly  excluded  from  the 
motives  of  those  who  had  brought  it  for- 
ward, and  that  Mr.  Raphael,  whose  con- 
duct had  created  a  strong  sensation  in 
some  quarters,  had  not  been  thought  a  fit 
▼ictim  for  punishment.    The  Committee, 
therefore,  had  inquired  into  the  circum- 
stances, and  they  had  not  felt  it  their 
duty,  (which  they  would   have   done  if 
there  had  been  any  grounds  for  suspecting 
that  the  county  had  been  put  up  to  auc- 
tion by  the  Carlow  Club,  or  any  other 
persons,)  they  had  not  felt  it  their 'duty  to 
report  to  that  effedt  to  the  House ;  on  the 
contrary,  they  came  to  the  House  saying, 
that  they  had  no  reason  to  doubt  the 
legality  of  the  expenses  incurred  ;    and 
they  reported   the   absence  of  all   cri- 
minality on  the  part  of  Mr.  O'Connell,  or 
any  endeavour  to  interfere  with  the  free- 
dom of  election*    Taking  these  circum- 
ttances  together,  and  being  satisfied  that 
tfwe  watnoiUagal  application  or  intention 
MttrttiiMA  }ff  the  parties  to  apply  the 
tOJBW  coiTUpt  purposes,  or  to 


a  Committee,  and  the  subject  having  been 
inquired  into  with  more  than  ordinary 
attention  and  care,  and  the  Committee 
having  made  its  Report,  the  House  would, 
in  efiPect,  be  casting  a  strong  censure  upon 
the  Committee,  if  they  committed  this 
question  to  a  second  inquiry.  The  letter 
of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman,  which 
it  was  proposed  to  make  the  ground  of  the 
present  proceeding,  might  have  been  writ- 
ten incautiously;  but  there  was  nothing 
corrupt  and  nothing  censurable  in  the 
whole  transaction.  It  was  not,  therefore, 
a  proper  subject  for  the  animadversion  of 
the  House.  The  whole  proceeding  was 
one  which  exhibited  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member's  consciousness  that  he  was 
doing  that  which  he  should  not  be  afraid 
to  make  known  to  the  whole  country.  The 
hon.  and  learned  Sergeant  apologized  to 
the  House  for  the  length  of  time  he  had 
occupied  by  his  observations,  and  thanked 
it  for  its  kind  attention. 
Debate  adjourned. 
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HOUSE   OF   LORDS, 
Friday,  April  22,   1836. 

ICnruns.]  BUli.  Received  the  Royal  Anent  ^-Mutiny  t 
Marine  Mutiny.— Read  a  eeoond  time :— Revenue  Depart- 
ments Seeurittei.— Read  a  lint  tiine  :—Diviaiaa  of  Coontiea 
in  England  and  Walei; 

Petitione  preiented.  By  Lord  HATRXBToir,  the  MarqueM  of 
Bbibtol.  the  ArehUdiop  of  CAimBBURT,  and  serend 
NoBU  LoBi>a»  ftom  ▼azious  Plioei«  fyt  the  Better  ObMfv- 
— »*f  rf  the  SwWw^hi 

Gbnbbal  Evans's  Lbttxr.3  The 
Marquess  of  Ixmdottderry  had  to  entreat 
the  indulgence  of  their  L<nd8hips  for  a  very 
few  moments,  while  he  made  one  or  two 
remarks,  in  consequence  of  a  letter,  which 
had  appeared  very  generally  in  the  journals 
of  this  metropolis,  written  by  Lieutenant* 
Colonel  Evans,  who  was  also  a  briffadier<« 
general,  or  a  field-marshal,  or  held  some 
other  rank,  he  did  not  exactly  know  what, 
in  the  service  of  the  Queen  of  Spain.  A 
particular  allusion  had  been  made  to  him* 
self  in  that  letter,  otherwise  he  would  not 
have  taken  the  smallest  notice  of  it;  be- 
cause  it  was  fiill  of  allegations  and  state- 
ments as  to  the  probable  result  of  the  con. 
test  in  Spain,  which,  however,  left  it  as 
difficult  as  ever  to  discover  the  true  bearings 
of  the  case.  He  was  spoken  of  in  the  letter 
to  which  he  alluded,  as  if  he  had  stated  in 
their  Lordships'  House  that  which  he  had 
no  foundation  for  stating.  Now,  it  was 
not  in  his  nature  so  to  act  towards  his 

bn>th0V-6oldier8j  and  he  should  be  ashamed 
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girMf  and  of  dAatiog  a  great  psbiie 
MNKtple  ia  •  itagie  St  a  prifale  Bill, 
M  fi"<Mild  agaia  suggcft  to  the  hon. 
MfaibfT  the  propriet j  of  withdiawiog  his 
MOtioo  for  toe  preteat 

Mr*  EmaH  mm,  that  he  ftlt  thankfiil  to 
fcia  ho»*  Friend  &r  brisiffiiig  tfaia  matter 
wnAin  the  notice  of  the  Hooie.  The  hon. 
Baronet,  the  Member  tot  the  UiuYenityof 
Oxford,  ibouU  reodJect  that  hU  hon.Friend, 
irhen  tbia  Bill  waa  last  before  them,  gave 
Botfee  that  in  the  present  stage  of  it  he 
would  propose  theie  resolutioDs.  He  cor- 
diallf  eooeurred  in  tlie  general  principle 
laid  down  in  them*  He  thought  that  that 
House  was  nerer  turned  into  a  judicial 
tribunal  with  good  effiwt.  Nothing  could 
be  mora  disgusting  than  the  exhibitionB 
whieh  were  made  at  the  Bar  of  the  House 
to  Committees  on  such  Bills -*- nothing 
isould  be  more  disgraceful  to  them  as  a 
Legislature  tlian  all  the  proceedings  In  such 
matters  I  he  had  always  witnessed  tnem  with 
pain  and  regret,  and  it  was  therefore  with 
great  satisfaction  that  he  found  the  matter 
taken  up  bv  bis  hon.  Friend.  He  trusted 
that  the  subiect  would  hereafter  be  brought 
as  a  genersi  question  under  the  considcra- 
tioiiof  the  Ilousei 

Mrt  ToQk$  said,  that  the  hon.  Member 
ftif  F«Xttier  kudi  in  making  his  pro^tion, 
disclaimed  any  intention  of  throwmg  any 
aiUitlmml  eapcuso  on  the  parties  in  the 

P0SeiU  case,  'i'he  fuot  was,  however,  that 
he  jiernlsted  in  his  projxNdtion,  a  great 
diMil  of  0Htra  ex|K}UMt)  would  be  thrown  on 
tb^  pariliM,  who  had  thvlr  witncaaos  in 
town,  aud  ihnlr  i^ouum^l  In  attendance.  He 
tlMiMjibt  that  a  pruniwltlou  of  this  kind 
sbuiih)  be  biH)iiaht  loiward  as  a  general 

tr4i|Msilion,  and  should  not  have  reference 
I  any  imriii^ular  caiie.  He  therefore  hoped 
thai  ibe  bun.  Member  tbr  Exeter  wtmld 
witlidraw  his  imxiou, 

Mr«  /)^t>t'^/  MiiiU  that  he  had  no  wish  to 
^lerSfiVtirM  in  bU  moilon  against  the  ex* 
urtiMml  sense  (4*  the  Hou)ie«  He  was  ready 
to  admits  that  he  had  ma^le  the  motioa 
wi^houi  prof^^  nuilce,  and  he  would  con. 
lUs  that  bis  abjmt  in  moving  the  ivscdu- 
tiuiis  was  to  pruduoe  the  ditKHissiun  that 
hod  taken  place.  It  awH^ared  to  him  that 
the  sulyui^t  was  one  well  Wivthy  the  atlen. 
liun  of  the  Home,  As  to  hriuigii^^  it  f^ 
wani  on  aome  i\\tui^  OivaaiiH\,  there  were 
aavurul  MumWra  mia>»  i>an))e(ent  to  ^k»  ^ti^ 
than  he  wo^*  mioxi  e«|Hx  ial(v  his  hoiv  and 
Waruinl  Fiiuud*  tboMombMi  ti\r  the  Tovrec 
(Umia^  whik^  ki^wU>4ge  and  e.\(ti^fWtiee 
would  reeommeiid  anv  im^»*>»>  ^um  hhn  ms 


the  subject  to  tlie  pecnfiv  eanadeatioB  of 
theHooae.  His(Mr.Divctt:a)ol9ectwaitD 
ahtflish  the  uwmail  atataa,  ihaK  wfaidi  he 
believed  none  mnae  ever  fiislHi  in  any 
eoontiy*  His  maiiion  on  ^hal  point  he 
desired  to  reooid  in  the  teaolntions  he  had 
praposedy  but  he  would  not  pRB  diem  en 
the  present  ocrasimi  against  the  aenae  of 
the  House,  and  more  partimlaiiy  as  he  did 
not  wish  to  throw  any  difficulties  in  the 
way  of  the  case  immediately  befone  them. 
Under  sudi  drcumstanoes,  he  h^ged  to 
withdraw  the  resolutions. 
Resolutions 


CiTT  OF  London  Cobpoiution.]  Mr. 
WUUam  WUUoMS  wi^ed  to  ask  the  noUe 
Lord,  the  Secretaiy  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department,  whether  it  was  his  intention 
this  Session  to  introduce  any  measare  lor 
effecting  a  reform  in  the  Corporation  of 
the  dty  of  London.  He  was  iaduoed  to 
ask  this  question  in  consequence  of  the 
strong  feeling  which  prevailed  in  tlie  dty 
on  this  suUect*  It  was  considered^  that 
since  other  Corporations  had  been  &voured 
with  a  measure  of  reform,  there  was  no 
just  cause  why  the  dty  of  London  ahoold 
be  made  an  exception.  He  also  b^^ed  to 
inquire  the  reason  why  the  Report  of  the 
Munidpal  Cotporation  Commissioners  with 
regard  to  the  dty  of  London  had  not  yet 
bran  laid  on  the  Table  of  the  House  ? 

Lord  John  Russell  replied,  in  answer  to 
the  second  question  put  by  the  hon.  Mens- 
her  for  Coventry,  that  he  understood  the 
Report  was  not  yet  completed.  That  would 
account  for  the  answer  he  should  give  to 
the  firsc  quesdon-^namely,  that  until  be 
had  an  opportunity  of  considering  that  Re* 
port,  he  could  not  introduce  a  Biu  with  re* 
^lect  to  the  dty  of  London* 

Mr.  Jmmes  BlacUmrme  said,  he  could 
probably  answer  the  question  in  a  more  sn» 
tisfactory  manner  to  the  hon.  Member  fo 
Coventry.     The  xeaaon  why  the  Bepoit 
was  delayed  was»  that  one  of  the  Commis- 
sionaia  liad  been  ao  busy  in  other  employ* 
menta^  dmt  he  had  not  been  able  to  under- 
take Ua  share  ef  the  labour  of  preparing 
the  Report;  but  if  die  nohle  Lord  would 
be  kind  enough  to  spare  him  for  two  honrs 
on  ^hiee  or  fcnr  successive  days;,  he  hsMi  no 
denbl  that  the  Rcnoft  would  be  aoon  finl^* 
c^  l^  HM^r  M  Immgkitr.}    The  Com* 
sabsien  had  ^arcd  Iom  ago^  and  nothing 
rsmaisicd  hut  to  finish  Uus  Report^  wbich 
could  not  he  done  in  the  ahwenoe  of  the 
RSonerhehdiaUndedto. 
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Ibi8b  TxTHsa]  Sir  Robert  Ped  said^ 
it  would  be  satisfactory  if  the  noble  Lord 
would  state  whether  the  measure  he  in- 
tended to  bring  forward  on  Monday  would 
involve  any  principle  of  appropriation^  or 
any  principle  likely  to  be  contested.  As  this 
was  Friday,  he  thought  it  but  just  that  the 
principle  i^  the  Bill  should  be  stated. 

Lord  Morpeth  repliedi  that  the  terms 
of  the  resolution  he  intended  to  pro- 
pose was  to  the  effect,  '^  That  it  is  expe- 
dient to  commute  the  composition  of  Tithes 
upon  a  rent-chaige  upon  owners  of  property, 
and  to  make  further  provisions  for  the 
better  regulation  of  ecclesiastical  dues  and 
revenues." 

Sir  Robert  Ped  apprehended,  that  there 
was  nothing  then  m  the  resolution  that 
involved  a  contested  principle. 

Lord  John  RveseU  said,  that  care  had 
been  taken  so  to  frame  the  resolution  as 
not  to  use  any  objectionable  terms. 


Metbopolitan  Policb.]  Mr.  Harves 
said,  that  about  two  years  ago  a  Committee 
was  appointed  to  inquire  into  the  metropo- 
litan police,  and  in  their  Report  they  re- 
commended certain  improvements  involving 
considerable  pubHc  economy ;  he  wished  to 
ask  the  noble  Lord  (Lord  John  Russell) 
whether  it  was  likely  that  Report  would 
be  acted  upon? 

Lord  John  Russdl  said,  that  with  respect 
to  the  recommendations  of  that  Committee, 
he  had  certainly  had  them  frequently  be- 
fore him,  but  he  could  not  say  that  he  was 
fully  convinced  of  the  propriety  of  adopting 
them  all,  for  he  thought  some  of  them 
would  cause  inconvenience  in  the  adminis- 
tration of  justice  in  the  metropolis.  As 
far  as  he  had  been  able  to  judge  of  the 
police,  he  had  reason  to  be  satisfied,  both 
with  that  small  portion  which  was  under 
authority  of  the  police  Magistrates,  and  the 
larger  body  Which  was  under  the  direction 
of  the  Commissioners  of  Police.  At  the 
same  time  he  did  think  that  many  parts  of 
the  Report  were  worthy  of  consideration, 
and  he  hoped  before  long  to  give  the  hon. 
Gentleman  some  more  definite  information 
npon  the  subject. 

Sir  Robert  Ped  would  take  that  oppoi^ 
tunity  of  ur^g  upon  the  noble  Lord  to 
tidce  into  has  oonsideration  the  position  of 
the  Chief  Commissioners  of  Police.  When 
he  (Sir  Robert  Peel)  first  instituted  that 
police  force,  he  expressly  limited  the  sala- 
ries of  the  CommissionerB  to  a  very  low 
amount,  because  it  was  an  experiment.  He 
at  fint  intended  to  have  appointed  twoj  for 


the  same  reason.  The  two  ComiiiisflioBers 
who  were  appointed,  had  acted  with  un- 
abated zeal  and  activity  in  the  discharge  of 
the  duties  which  had  devolved  upon  tliem, 
having  acted  also  in  perfect  harmony  toge- 
ther. But  he  must  say,  that  their  labours 
had  been  extremely  heavy  and  severe,  and» 
considering  the  limited  allowance  made  to 
them,  their  character  and  conduct,  and  the 
complete  success  of  the  experiment,  he 
thought  they  had  a  strong  daim  to  some 
additional  remuneration.  He  felt  bound 
to  bear  this  testimony  in  favour  of  these 
officers,  because  when  the  experiment  was 
"^in  its  infancy  he  was  the  person  who  limited 
the  salaries  and  the  number  of  the  appoint, 
ments.  He  did  not  ask  the  noble  Lord 
to  give  any  opinion  on  the  subject  now,  but 
merely  wished  to  direct  his  attention  to  it. 
Subject  dropped. 

Carlow  Election-— Mb.  O'Connbll.] 

Mr.  Ser^nt  Wilde,  in  explanation  of  the 
observations  he  made  last  night  upon  the 
conduct  of  Mr.  Raphael  in  respect  to  the 
payment  of  the  money,  begged  permission 
to  read  the  two  extracts  from  the  evidence 
taken  before  the  Committee  to  which  he 
had  last  .night  referred.  The  following 
were  the  passages  read  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member : — 

^'Had  you  any  commanication  with  Mr. 
Raphael  soon  after  that  petition  was  presented, 
upon  the  subject  of  the  prosecution  of  it  ?— I 
had  several. 

**  Will  you  detail  what  passed  between  you 
and  him  on  that  subject  ?— I  met  him  at  various 
times,  and  explained  to  him  the  exact  state  in 
which  we  stood.    I  mentioned  the  nature  of 
the  petition,  and  the  very  great  grounds  we 
had  to  expect  success.    I  mentioned  to  him 
that  there  was  every  probability  of  the  seat 
being  opened,  and  I  referred  to  our  prerioos 
negotiation,  and  told  him  that  now  was  a  fa* 
vourable  time  for  his  uniting  himself  to  the 
county,  and  identifying  himself  with  the  county 
and  with  the  interest  of  the  Liberal  party  of 
the  county ;  that  our  cause  was  good  at  the 
time,  but  that  our  funds  were  weak  ;  that  any 
gentleman  situated  as  he  was,  who  would  aid 
us  in  prosecuting  that  petition,  if  in  other  re- 
spects suited  to  us,  as  what  we  viewed  him  at 
the  moment,  that  we  would  look  upon  him  as 
baring  a  claim  to  our  support  when  the  seat 
was  opened.    I  stated  to  him  the  nature  of  the 
expenses  that  the  petition  would  probably  run 
to,  and  the  expenses  that  the  county  would  look 
to  him  to  defray  for  that  purpose,  and  entered 
generally— 

**  You  say  you  told  him  what  expenses  the 
county  would  expect  him  to  defray,  will  you 
give  the  Committee  a  general  statement  of  what 
you  said  to  him  upon  the  subject?— It  was  tery 


Oiriw  SkaUon^       {^MMONB} 


lt3 


gtntfAll  IttatedtolHai  thai  AeexpcDMsor 
the  petition  aigbt  vaiy  fron  50(U.  to  XfiOOL, 
but  at  the  tame  time  I  stated  that  the  county 
had  subscribed  to  a  certain  extent,  and  that 
it  was  only  certain  assistance  that  we  should 
expect  from  him,  but  not  the  entire.  I  then 
lurther  added,  that  there  were  certain  expenses 
which  I  had  been  already  in  negotiation  with 
him  about  when  the  contest  woidd  ensoe,  bot, 
howerer,  I  found  that  Mr.  Baphad  was  by  no 
means  iodined— 

"  State  the  substance  of  what  he  said  ? — ^He 
stated  in  general  that  he  was  disinclined  to  ran 
any  risk ;  if  the  seat  was  opened,  and  there 
was  a  cert^nty  of  success,  that  then  he  would 
come  forwara  and  meet  our  wishes,  but  he 
generally  stated  his  disinclination  to  ran  any 
risk  on  the  occasion. 

'^Did  he  say  anything  on  the  snbject  of  ex- 
pense, or  the  aaoount  of  it,  or  in  what  way  he 
^iftimat^  that  f — ^He  stated,  that  expense  was 
no  object  to  him ;  that  in  case  of  being  re- 
turoed,  no  expense  he  would  consider  as  too 
great  for  the  paramount  object  of  his  ambition ; 
he  spoke,  in  fact,  of  thousands  that  he  would 
give,  while  I  was  telling  him  that  we  wanted  a 
more  moderate  sum ;  he  went  ht  beyond  me 
in  his  pfofessiona  to  meet  our  wishes. 

^  If  we  were  not  sure  of  having  a  candidate, 
we  should  not  have  been  very  likely  to  go  on 
with  the  petition  $  he  gave  us  every  reason  to 
suppose  that,  in  the  event  of  success  upon  that 
petition,  we  should  have  him  as  a  'candidate, 
when  the  seat  was  opened. 

*^  Did  yon  continue  that  petition  in 
any  degree  with  a  view  of  having  Mr. 
Baphael  at  the  end  of  it  as  a  candidate  } — ^I 
should  say  that  we  certainly  continued  it  with 
the  expectation  of  his  being  a  candidate,  one 
of  the  candidates,  firom  the  enoonragement 
which  he  gave  ns,  though  he  would  not  have 
anything  to  say  to  as  while  there  was  a  doubt ; 
we  were  certain  that  he  would  come  to  our 
terms  when  there  was  a  certainty.'' 
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Sir  Frederick  Pollock  said,  as  his  bon.  and 
learned  Friend  (Mr.  Sergeant  Wilde)  had 
addressed  theHouae,  hesupposed  it  wasnatu- 
lally  expected  that  he  shooldalsodo  sa  AfWr, 
however,  what  had  fidlen  from  the  Chair, 
he  should  have  been  diqioeed  to  take  no  part 
whatever  in  the  discussion;  but  the  reso- 
lutions proposed  by  the  noble  Lord,  and  the 
apeech  of  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend,  had 
left  him  no  other  course  to  take  than  that 
to  which  he  now  with  great  humility 
applied  himself;  and  he  respectfully  claimed 
the  indulgenoe  of  the  House  while  he 
proceeded  to  speak  of  matters  in  which 
he  had  been  personally  conoemed.  In  the 
outset  he  would  state  that  he  did  not 
mean  to  vote  on  this  question.  He  made 
that  communication  at  onoe»  because 
he  thought  it  was  the  course  which 
|i€»and  bi  woqld  saj  Us  hon.  end  learned 


Fnend  too,  oi^^  to  tafce  in  lufcuuus  to 
the  inbfeet  now  befointibe  House ;  and  be 
begged  ksve  to  state  to  die  Hoose  iffay  he 
thought  he  should  adopt  that  eoonBi   It 
eooldnot  have  been  withont  grave  nsani^ 
that  when  the  Hooae,  did  Ins  hon.  snd 
learned  Friend  and  himadf  diehoDoar  to 
^ipoint  them  nominees  in  this  affinr,  it 
accompanied    that    nominatiott  with  this 
additiooal  limitadon  to  their  powers-  that 
they  should  not  Tote  in  the  Comnutlefr  The 
object  of  that  order  was  perfectly  ktd- 
li^ble;  it  was  to  give  the  whole  trsBsactioDi 
aa  far  as  possible,  a  judicial  diaiacter,  snd 
also  to  give  to  his  hon*  and  learned  Frieod 
and  himself,   as  far  as  posdble,  an  uan* 
strained  and  an  nncmbarraaaed  opportusitj 
of  discbaiging  the  duty  whidi,  tinder  tiie 
direction  of  the  Hooae,  had  devolved  upon 
them.    He  thought   the  deciBion  cf  the 
House  on  that  point  was  a  correct  one.  If 
it  had  been  doubted,  aome  of  the  expreaoooi 
which  feU    fiom    his   hon.   and  learned 
Friend  laat  nig^t  ahmidantly  proved  the 
correctness  of  &e  coarse  which  the  Home 
had  taken.    When  he  heard  his  hon.  snd 
learned  Friend  speak  of  Mr.  0*Connell  ai 
hisdient,  and  (^  keeping  back  a  oeitaia 
document  until  he  had  aacertained  whether 
it  made  for  or  against  that  client,  and  when 
he  heard  him  further  state  that  he  had  laid 
a  trap  for  the  other  side—if  he  could  have 
doubted  it  before — and  he  had  the  utmost 
confidence  in  the  wisdom  of  that  Houie 
— ^he  was  then  perfectly  satisfied  that  it  was 
essejitial  to  the  dignity  of  the  prooeedintfi 
to  the  consistency  of  the  Hooae,  and  to  the 
judicial  character  of  that  tranaactioD,  that 
neither  his  hon.  and  learned  Frieod  nor 
himself  should  be  permitted  to  vote.   U 
he  was  not  permitted  to  vote  on  the  Con' 
mittee,  he  &A  not  think  himself  at  liberty 
to  vote  now.    If  he  was  bound  at  that  tixne 
to  keep  within  the  limitation  which  this 
House  thought  necessary  to  fix  for  the 
preservation  of  the  judicial  form  of  the  pR)* 
ceeding,  he  thought  he  was  now  placed  ia 
a  situation  which    prevented  him   fron 
giving  a  vote  on  any  matter  arising  out  of 
that  pitMseeding.    But   he    thou^t  the 
House  and  the  country  expected  that  he 
should  take  some  part  inthepreaent  procesd* 
ings.    He    oouldj    however,    assure   the 
House,  that  it    was    not  his  intention, 
although  hishon.  and  learned  Friend  becattf 
the  advocate  of  Mr.  O'OmneQ,  to  tabs  op 
the  question  in  a  partial  wi«ff*«*g' ;  neither 
did  he  mean  to  travel  thxon|di  the  volume 
of  evidence  before  the  Hoosejlittlii  4)f  which 
he  bad  lead  or  heard  mm  ik  #HI  V^^ 
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But  it  was  tmaoAl,  fiom  the  f»n  which 
he  had  taken  during  the  proceedings  before 
the  Committee,  that  he  should  make  some 
remarks  on  the  question  now  before  the 
House.    At  the  tame  he  was  named  as  one 
of  the  nominees  upon  this  inquiry,  he  was 
utterly  ignorant  of  the  petition  which  had 
been  presented,  nor  had  he  any  acquaint- 
ance whatever  with  the  transaction,  except 
what  was  within  the  means  of  every  hon* 
Member ;  he  had  no  desire  to  occupy  the 
situation  with  which  the  House  honoured 
him,  but  he  felt  that  it  was  a  public  duty 
which  he  was  bound    to  disdiarge,  and 
when  he  found  what  was  the  determination 
of  the  House  as  to  the  course  he  should  take, 
he  certainly  laid  it  down  as  a  rule  to  him- 
aelf  that  nothing  should  occur  on  his  part 
to  give  that  transaction  in  the  slightest 
degjree  the  character  of  a  party  transaction. 
He  was  called  upon  very  early  in  the 
proceedings  to  state  the  charge  against  Mr. 
0*Conneir.   He  gave  the  hon.  Members, 
who  made  that  request,    full  credit  for 
having,  no  intention  to  limit  the  inquiry  by 
putting  it  within  the  txummels  of  an  indict- 
ment ;  he  gave  them  full  credit  for  intend- 
ing to  confine  their  attention,  and  to  have 
their  attention  directed  to  some  specific 
oil^ect;  but  he  declined  for  two  reasons.  In 
the  first  place,  he  stated  that  which  was 
.  the  fact,  that  he  was  in  possession  of  no 
information  beyond  that  which  was  within 
the  means  of  every  other  Member  of  the 
Committee ;  and,  further,  that  he  did  not 
come  there  to  be  the  public  accuser  of  Mr. 
0*Connell,  but  to  assist  the  Committee  in 
their  arduous  duty.    He  never  saw,  or  had 
any  communication  with,  the  witnesses  before 
their  examination.    He  had  no  other  infor- 
mation than  that  which  was  communicated 
to  the  House  and  the  country  by  his  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  when  he  moved  for 
the  appointment  of  the  Committee.    He 
was    then   called   upon   to   examine    aU 
the    witnessesi   which   he  declined,    and 
the  Committee  thought  he  was  correct 
in  doing  so.    In  another  stage  of  the  pro- 
oeedings  he  pot  a  question  to  the  banker's 
clerk  as  to  the  state  of  Mr.  O'Connell's 
aooount  at  the  time*      He  did  not  ask 
to  see  Mr.  O'Connell's  banking  account. 
Several  Members  of  the  Committee  ex- 
pressed a  reluctance  to  inquire  into  the 
private  circumstances  of  any  Gentleman,  a 
sentiment  in  which  he  entirely  concurred. 
3ut  the  question  was  urged  by  some  of  the 
Committee  as  to  the  state  of  the  banker's 
aeoount   at   that  time*  because,   if  Mr. 
(yCmradl  had  overdnmni,  it  was  concluded 
4il'  Ike  fim  qppUcatioa  ef  nonqr  would 


he  to  make  up  the  defiden^.  HedUnet 
persevere  in  that  inquiry.  Mr.  O'Connell 
handed  up  his  banker's  book  with  an  oiftr 
to  let  it  be  used  in  any  way  that  might 
be  desired.  He  looked  at  a  single  page  of 
that  book  merely  to  see  if  the  account  was 
open  at  the  time  or  not ;  he  made  no  use 
of  that,  neither  would  he  state  now,  unless 
the  House  thought  fit,  the  reasons  why  he 
did  not  make  use  of  it.  The  inquiry  went 
on,  and  it  was  distinctly  stated  and  ad« 
mitted,  that  the  money  being  paid  in  cash 
to  Mr.  O'ConneU,  and  repaid  in  bills,  was 
an  accommodation,  and  that  course  was 
adopted  for  that  very  reason.  After  that 
it  did  not  appear  to  him  of  any  importance 
whether  Mr.  O'Connell's  account  was  ovex^ 
drawn  or  not,  because  if  that  was  an  ac- 
commodation Mr.  O'Connell  had  the  bene- 
fit of  it.  He  admitted  that  the  money 
was  laid  out,  and  that  discount  was  paid  by 
Mr.  O'Connell.  He  then  thought  it  un« 
necessary  to  call  the  attention  of  the  Com- 
mittee to  that  account,  and  he  would  not 
state  now  what  it  was,  or  how  far  it  af. 
fected  the  merits  or  demerits  of  the  ques- 
tion. His  learned  Friend  called,  or  rather 
put  into  the  chair  of  the  witness,  Mr. 
O'Connell  himself.  He  declined  putting 
any  question  to  Mr.  O'Connell ;  that  course 
might  not  give  satisfaction  to  some  hon. 
Gentlemen ;  but  when  he  learned  that  a 
trap  was  laid  for  him,  he  did  not  repent 
the  course  he  had  pursued.  He  must  say 
that  he  thought  it  rather  extraordinary 
that  Mr.  0*Connell,  who  at  the  outset  de- 
clared that  he  did  not  intend  to  be  a  wit- 
ness, should  at  last  present  himself  to  be 
cross-examined.  He  concluded,  and  he 
stated  at  the  time  his  opinion,  that  the  oh* 
ject  was  to  prevent  any  case  being  made 
out,  by  an  examination  of  the  party  him- 
aelf.  Mr.  O'Connell  was  either  a  party  or 
a  witness,  and  as  a  party  it  would  have 
been  contrary  to  the  principles  of  justice, 
which  he  had  hitherto  admired  in  our  law, 
to  examine  him,  and  he  was  quite  sure 
that  his  hon.  Friend,  the  learned  Serjeant, 
knew  that  it  was  contrary  to  the  rules  of 
the  profession  to  do  so.  He  could  not  enter 
upon  the  cross-examination  of  any  witness, 
who  had  not  pledged  himself  to  a  angle 
fact,  and  who  could  not  contradict  a  single 
statement  before  placed  on  the  record  of 
the  Committee.  He  now  learned  that  there 
was  a  case  behind— that  was,  the  ofier  of  a 
Baronetcy  to  Mr.  Raphael;  and  he  under- 
stood that  ease  was  a  triumphant  one — ^that 
if  Mr.  O'Connell  had  been  examined,  he 
would  have  come  out  of  it  triumphantly. 

He  iheiefoco  must  aay,  that  be  ci^retted 
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Im  hmu  and  lewned  Fnend  liad  ande  lo 
little  use  of  th«  preienoe  of  tbe  learned 
Gcnikaie&  in  die  witoeas  dudr  m  only  to 
biit  his  tnp  with  it    If  that  case  ooold 
have  been  lo  triiuBphantly  cleared  up»  why 
wag  it  not  attempted  last  night  by  Mr. 
O'Conuell  himself?    He  gave  Mr.  CCon- 
sell  the  full  benefit  of  the  manner  in  which 
he  paid  over  the  money,  and  of  his  offer  to 
become  a  witness  in  his  own  case ;  he  was 
entitled  to  the  full  benefit  of  those  fiicts, 
but  at  the  same  time  he  had  no  right  to 
expect  that  those  matters  should  k  dis- 
believed which  were  stated  to  have  occurred 
between  any  witness  and  Mr.  O'Connell 
faimselfy  which  he  might  have  contradicted, 
but  omitted  to  do  so.    The  extraordinary 
Irtter  relating  to  the  Baronetcy  was  received 
some  days  a&r  Mr*  Raphael  was  told  in  a 
short  conversation  with    Mr.  O'Connell 
that  all  was  rights  at  which  Mr.  Vigors 
was  stated  to  be  present,  but  not  near 
enoo^  to  hear  what  passed.    But  Mr.  I 
Vigors  wu  not  examined  in  confirmation 
of  that  fact.    He  ho|^  the  course  which 
he  took  in  not  examining  Mr.  O'Connell, 
under  these  circumstances,  was  understood, 
and  that  Mr.  O'Connell  would  be  allowed 
the  fiill  benefit  of  that  course,  and  of  the 
fact  that  he  was  ready  to  be  examined  as  a 
witnoM  in  his  own  case.  At  the  same  time, 
if  any  one  chose  to  draw  an  inference  from 
the  statements  of  the  witnesses  which  Mr. 
O'Connell  did  not  contradict,  he  was  fully 
entitled  to  do  so.    He  begged  now  to  call 
the  attention  of  the  House  to  one  pomt 
which  had  been  often  adverted  to  befiare.  It 
was  distinctly  proved  in  evidence,  that  there 
was  a  spedfie  agreement  for  the  sale  and 
purchase  of  a  seat.    The  following  was  the 
language  of  a  letter  fnun  Mr,  O'Connell  to 
Mr.  Haphael  :— 

*^  You  have  acceded  to  the  terms  proposed 
to  you  ibr  the  election  of  the  county  of  Carlow 
— vii.  you  are  to  pay  before  nominatioo, 
1,000/.,  say  1,000/.,  and  a  like  sum  aAer  being 
returned,  the  first  to  be  paid  absolutely  and 
entirely  for  being  nominated,*' 

One  Uiousand  pounds  then  was  to  be  paid 
for  the  nomination,  and  another  1,000/. 
upon  the  return,  whatever  might  be  the 
expense,  or  if  there  was  no  expense.  He 
cared  not  who  introduced  Mr,  Raphael,-- 
he  cared  not  whether  Mr,  O'Connell  was 
an  agent  or  friend,  or  whether  he  waseosw 
neoted  with  the  election  or  not ;  the  trans- 
action  was  a  gross  breach  of  the  nrivilegea 
of  the  House.  He  could  well  under- 
stand how  boa.  Members  on  that  Com* 
mitteej  under  the  fullest  impiessico  of 
their  duty,  ought  deem  it  unnecessary  to 


travel  fioitker  into  (lie  inqaiiy,  bat  heeoeU 
not  understand  how  it  was  posiUe  for 
that  House,  having  its  attention  direedj 
pointed  to  this  case,  no  permisBion  being 
given  to  parties  to  shut  their  eyoB  to  it,  to 
come  to  any  other  cwiclusjon  than  that  it  wm 
a  gross  breach  of  the  privileges  of  the  House. 
He  begged  to  call  attention  to  a  precedent 
which  occurred  in  1766— he  aUoded  to 
the  case  of  the  tatj  of  Oxford,  under  sn 
onrefimned  Parliimient.     He  undentood 
his  hon.  and    learned  Friend,  who  ai. 
dressed  the  House  last  night,  to  ssy,  that 
the   criterion  was   not  whether  corrup- 
tion or  not  was  proved,  but  whether  sny 
body  obtained  any  penonal  benefit.    He 
denied  that  that  was  the  law,  or  was  ever 
considered  to  be  the  Parliamentary  con- 
stnictionof  thelaw;  it  was  no  criterion  on 
the  subject.    Beyond  all  doubt,  if  there 
was  penonal  and   pecuniary   corroption, 
there   was   an   offence   committed;   hut 
there  might  be  a  desire  to  do  an  uncon- 
stitutioDfd  act,  which  would  amount  to  an 
offence  in  the  eye  of  the  law.    Now,  what 
was  the  case  of  Oxford?    It  was  con- 
tained in  the  Journals  of  the  House  of  the 
year  1768,  ps^  566.    He  begged  atten« 
tion  to  it,  as  he  quoted  it  from  the  Jour- 
nals.   The  hon.  and  learned  Gentkman 
then  read  the  following  letter  from  the 
Mayor  of  Oxford   to   the   hon*  Robert 
Lee:— 

«  Oxford,  May  12, 1766, 
''  SiE,— Tbe  debts  and  circumsUnces  of  the 
city  of  Oxford  having  been  laid  before  a 
Council  of  the  City,  held  by  order  of  the 
Mayor,  on  Monday  the  24th  of  March  last, 
and  it  then  appearing  that  the  city  were  in- 
debted to  their  bond  creditors  iu  the  som  of 
5,670^,  exclusive  of  the  auiuities,  benefac- 
tions, and  charities,  which  are  paid  by  the 
city,  and  annnally  amount  to  more  than  the 
net  income  of  their  estates ;  and  as  some  per- 
son or  persons  have,  without  consent  of  tbe 
council  of  this  city,  ti^en  upon  themseltes  to 
eapose  the  dty  to  a  person  in  London,  by 
offering  to  elect  any  two  persons  to  be  Bepre- 
sentaiiTSs  for  this  city  in  Parliament  at  the 
nsxt  general  deetiony  who  would  advsnee 
4,000/. 

This  sum,  no  doabt,  the  mayor  and 
coundl  thought  an  exorintant  demand  for 
this  representation  of  their  city«  and  they 
therefore,  went  on  to  say : 

The  mayor  and  councQ,  diereforc;,  vnsnisH 
ously  came  to  a  resolution,  in  order  to 
preYsnt  all  opposition,  animosity,  and  con- 
tiisioB,  and  to  extricate  themselves  out 
of  their  present  dliicidtics,  to  apply  <^ 
yo«  and  Sir  Thoaaaa  Stapletoa  (in  the 
first  iasiaaee)  te  yonr  awiftsnrt  to  di>* 
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eharge  the  bond  dete  due  from  the  city,,  by 
vrhicm  means  they  will  be  enabled  to  do  jus- 
tice to  their  creditors^  and,  as  they  apprehend, 
preserve  peace  and  unanimity  in  the  city, 
fiut  if  it  should  not  be  agreeable  to  you 
and  Sir  Tliofflas  to  advance  the  money, 
the  whole  council  are  determined  to  apply  to 
some  other  person  or  persons  in  the  county  to 
do  it,  and,  if  possible,  by  that  means  to  keep 
themselves  from  being  sold  to  foreigners. 
We,  therefore,  whose  names  are  hereunder 
written,  have,  by  order  of  the  council,  taken 
the  liberty  of  troubling  you  with  Hhe  above, 
and  also  with  the  enclosed  state  of  the  city 
debts  and  income,  and  as  we  are  directed  by 
the  council  to  report  your  answer  to  them, 
so  we  must  beg  leave  to  trouble  you  to  send 
your  answer  to  the  mayor,  as  soon  as  it  is 
agreeable  to  you,  that  he  may  call  a  council, 
and  lay  the  same  before  them.'' 

Thisletter  wassignedby  PhilipWard,  may- 
or, John  Treacher,  lliomas  Mund^y,  Tho- 
mas Wise,  John  NichoUs,  John  Phillips, 
Isaac  Lawrence,  Richard  Tawney,  Anthony 
Weston,  and  also  by  Thomas  Robinson,  and 
John  Brown,  bailiffi.  In  the  postscript,  the 
writers  said, 

P.  S*  The  Corporation  think  tliemselves  very 
much  obliged  to  you  for  your  late  generous  bene- 
faction to  them,  and  are  sorry  their  necessities 
oblige  them  to  trouble  you  with  this  letter.— 

**  To  the  hon.  Robert  Lee." 
This  application  was  in  writing,  and  was 
accompanied  by  a  document  of  the  sums 
for  which  the  Corporation  stood  indebted, 
and  certainly  the  document  was  more  spe- 
cific than  that  which  was  given  in  with 
respect  to  the  county  of  Carlow.  He  had 
the  account  then  before  him.  It  was  dated 
the  12th  of  May,  1766,  and  on  looking 
over  the  items,  it  did  appear  that  there 
were  none  of  them  in  which  any  of  the 
parties  who  had  signed  the  letter  had  any 
personal  interest.  The  yearly  outgoings 
of  the  Corporation  were  thus  descril^ : — 

£.  s.  d. 
Interest  on  bond  debts  .  •  226  16  0 
Annuities  .  •  .  .  279  10  0 
Benefactions  and  charities  •    .    172    6    8 

Fee  Farm 51    0    0 

Land-tax  and  quit-rent  .      41  18    5 

.Yearly  payment  to  officers,  &c.      81    0    0 
Workmen's  bills    •        •         .     50    0    0 

£902  11  1 
From  this  was  deducted  the  income  of 
the  Corporation,  amounting  to  601/1  It,  2d.y 
leaving  an  annual  deficiency  of  301  /.  3s.  lid. 
The  reply  of  the  hon.  Members  to  whom 
this  application  was  made,  was  such  as  did 
honour  to  the  writers,  and  would  do 
honour  to  any  Member  of  Parliament,  re- 
formed or  unreformed.  The  reply  was 
dated  the  50th  of  July,  1766,  as  follows: — 
VOL.  XXXIIL  {2£.} 


^  M&.  Mayor  AVD  GBKTL£M&K,-^We  thinit 
it  incumbent  on  us  to  return  you  thanks,  for 
the  preference  you  are  generously  pleased  to 
give  us  of  purchasing  your  Corporation,  but 
as  we  never  intend  to  sell  you,  so  we  cannot 
afibrd  the  purchase.  As  it  has  been  always 
our  determined  resolution,  that  if  we  could 
not  serve  our  country,  we  would  not  be  con- 
cerned in  betraying  it;  while  you  remained 
independent,  we  thought  it  a  peculiar  honour 
to  represent  you,  and  had  you  continued  in 
that  state  we  should  have  been  heartily  and 
sincerely  at  your  service. 

**  Robert  LsEt 
"Thomas  Stapleton/ 

It  was  unnecessary  for  him  to  detain  the 
House,  by  going  through  the  Journals, 
with  a  detail  of  the  result.  Those  hon. 
Members  who  chose  to  inform  themselves 
further  on  the  matter,  would  find,  at  pages 
583  and  597  of  the  Journals  of  that  year, 
that  the  whole  of  the  parties  who  signed 
the  first  letter  he  had  read  were  ordered  to 
attend  the  House  on  the  Friday  following, 
and  were  then  committed  to  Newgate^  as 
being  guilty  of  a  breach  of  the  privileges  of 
the  House,  and  some  days  afterwards^  on 
presenting  a  petition,  expressing  their  sor* 
row  for  the  offence,  were  brought  up  and  dis>« 
charged,  after  having  been  reprimanded  by 
the  Speaker,  that  was  recorded  on  the  Jour- 
nals. Now,  he  would  ask,  what  was  there  in 
this  case  which  showed  that  any  of  the  par<« 
ties  concerned  had  any  personal  pecuniary 
interest  in  the  matter  for  which  the  House 
punished  them  ?  Compare  it  with  the  case 
now  before  the  House.  In  this  case  a  part 
of  the  sum  demanded  for  the  seat  for  the 
county  of  Carlow  was  to  goto  the  fund  of  the 
Carlow  Liberal  Club — and  for  what  ? — to 
pay  the  rent  of  those  tenants  who  might  be 
ejected  for  giving  particular  votes.  Why, 
this  was  the  iniquity  of  bribery  avowed  in 
'the  open  day.  An  hon.  Member  had  said^ 
that  rather  than  this  system,  he  would  pre* 
fer  the  ballot,  and  he,  (Sir  F.  Pollock) 
would  also  say,  though  no  friend  to  the 
ballot,  that  ratiier  than  this  system  he 
would  G;ive  the  ballot  the  preference.  For 
what  did  the  practice  amount  to  ?  It  was 
saying  in  plain  terms,  *'  If  you  vote  with 
me,  I  will  pay  your  landlord  the  rent  now 
due — if  not,  you  may  pay  the  rent  your- 
self." He  would  put  it  to  the  House 
whether  this  was  not  the  fair  meaning  of 
the  matter  ?  He  asked  the  House,  if  they 
passed  over  a  question  of  this  kind,  where 
was  the  principle  involved  in  it  to  end  ? 
What  difference,  let  him  ask,  was  theie  be- 
tween this  case  and  that  of  a  man  who  was 
indebted  to  another,  and  should  go  to  this  Car- 
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low  Quh  and  lay,  ^  I  owe  siicli  a  sum ;  the 
party  to  wliom  I  owe  it  is  about  to  insist  upon 
repa3rment,  which  I  am  unable  to  make ; 
do  you  pay  the  debt  and  make  me  a  free 
man,  and  I  shall  vote  as  you  wish."  What 
would  the  House  call  such  a  practice  ?  Was 
it  not  that  which  was  heretofore  called 
bribery^  and  if  it  was  to  be  passed  over  in 
reform  times,  when  it  would  not  have  been 
tolerated  in  an  unreformed  Parliament,  he 
would  again  ask,  where  was  the  system  to 
end  ?  Put  the  case  of  some  dealer  or  shop- 
man being  reduced  in  circumstances,  and 
having  fallen  into  difEculties — ^imagine  him 
going  to  a  club  and  negotiating  with  them 
imagine  this  man  saying,  "  I  have  lost 
all  my  customers,  and  I  beg  you  will  re- 
munerate me  for  my  loss,  by  giving  me  an 
annuity,  qr  by  stocking  my  shop  again  — 
pray  put  me  in  the  same  condition  m  which  I 
was  before,  and  then  I  will  vote  for  you."  He 
thought,  however,  that  it  was  trifling  with 
the  time  of  the  House  to  dwell  on  this 
point  further,  and  he  thought  the  House 
must  see,  that  his  hon.  and|leamed  Friend's 
judraent  had  been  carried  away  by  his 
feelings,  or  that  he  could  not  have  advocated 
a  principle  which  was  opposed  to  his 
practical  good  sense,  and  which  was  one 
which  his  high  honour  would  never  tolerate. 
There  was  a  practice,  though  it  was  some 
time  since  it  existed,  of  ad  vertising,  and  ad  ver- 
tisements  were  frequently  to  be  seen  to  this 
effect: —  *'  Wanted  a  seat  in  a  certain  As- 
sembly." Now,  did  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  mean  to  say,  that  if  this  practice 
were  not  to  be  discontinued,  that  persons 
might  again  advertise  for  persons  ready  to 
advance  two  or  three  thousand  pounds  for 
any  legal  expenses,  as  they  might  be  termed 
to  get  a  seat  in  a  certain  Assembly?  Here 
the  fact  was  so.  Mr.  Raphael  came  forward , 
as  a  rich  man  to  obtain  a  seat,  and  the 
Liberal  Club  at  Carlow  and  others  treated 
with  him  for  a  seat.  This,  then,  involved 
considerations  of  a  great  constitutional 
nature.  ^  He  thought  if  the  House  passed 
this  affair  by,  as  the  noble  Lord  proposed 
to  do,  they  would  set  an  example  and  es- 
tablish a  precedent  which  was  most  danger- 
ous to  the  Constitution.  They  would  re- 
vive a  practice  which  had  been  held  up  to 
abhorrence,  and  they  would  revive  a  sys- 
tem of  trafficking  in  seats  which,  in  its  re- 
sults, must  of  necessity  be  fraught  with 
imminent  danger  to  the  preservation  of 
the  privileges  of  that  House.  What  did 
Mr.  Raphael  represent  in  that  House  except 
his  2,000/.  This  was  the  view  which  he 
tool  of  the  resolution  of  the  noble  Lord, 


as  opposed  to  those  of  his  hon*  and  leanwd 
Friend,  the  Member  for  Bradford;  and 
while  he  was  on  this  part  of  the  subject,  he 
would  call  the  attention  of  the  House  for 
a  moment  to  another  point     If  he  under- 
stood his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  rightly, 
(and  if  he  had  misunderstood  him  he  re- 
gretted that  fact),  he  believed  he  asked  for 
what  superlative  virtue  was  Mr.  Raphael 
excepted  out  of  the  resolution  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Bradford.     Now, 
if  his  hon.*and  learned  Friend  the  Member 
for  Newark  had  read  the  evidence  with  no 
more  attention  than  he  had  this  resolution, 
he  could  not  have  derived  much  information 
from  it.    The  resolution  to  which  he  re- 
ferred was  this,  that  an  agreement  having 
been  entered  into  between  Daniel  O'Con* 
nell,  Esq.,  a  Member  of  that  House,  and 
the  said  Alexander  Raphael—"  Resolved, 
that  to  enter  into  or  to  consent  Co  sudk  an 
agreement,  was  a  hieh  breach  of  the  privi. 
leges  of  this  House.'     Now,  he  would  «sk, 
whether  this  resolution  was  not  a  complete 
answer  to  the  observations  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Newark  ^     He  was 
not  there  for  the  purpose  of  saying  anything 
harsh  of  any  person,    but   he   did    fed 
himself  imperatively  called  upon  by  a  sense 
of  public  duty,  to  say  something  on  the 
course  which  had  been  adopted  by  his  hon. 
and  learned  Friend.     He  did  feel  him* 
self  bound  to  say,  that  the  resolutions  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Bradford  implicated 
all  parties  so  much,  that  the  House  coold 
not  pass  them  by.    But  he  was,  indeed 
astonished    at  the   manner    in    which  a 
noble  Lord  had  entered  upon  this  ques- 
tion.      He    agreed   with    nis    hon.     and 
learned  Friend  in  the  opinion  that   the 
question  of  the  offer  of  the  Baronetcy  was 
beside  the  present  inquiry,  and  that  was 
the  reason  why  he  did  not  notice  it  in  the 
cross-examination;  that  was  the  zeasoQi 
why  he  did  npt  put  a  question  to  any  one 
upon  it    And  when  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  the  Member  for  Newark  suggested 
that  had  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Dublin  been  examined  as  a  witness,  e  tri- 
umphant answer  would  have  come  oat,   he 
must  say,  that  he  would  have  been  glad  to 
have  had  that  answer.    He  had  been'  and 
was  most  desirous  to  know  under  what 
circumstances  this  could  occur.    He  knevr 
that  there  was  a  manner  of  triumph  in  the 
demeanour  of  the  noble  Lord  (Lord  John 
Russell),  and  a  tone  of  what  he  vroold 
almost  term  presumption  in  the  way  in 
which  the  noble  Lord  had  introduced   tlie 
subject.    That  noble  Lord  bad  saidj  tbet  fce 
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coniidered  this  case  to  beamost  mtiafactory 
(m»,  in  refereDce  to  tbe  charge  which  was 
continually  made^  that  the  present  Go- 
vernment   were  under  the  influence    or 
slavery  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Dublin,    Let  him  ask  the  noble  Lord, 
if  he  were  in  his  place,  for  he  (Sir  F.  Pol- 
lock) could  not  see  across  the  floor,  or  let 
him  ask  some  other  Member  of  the  Go- 
vernment there,  had  Mr.  O'Connell  asked 
for  the  Baronetcy  and  been  refused  ?     Fe- 
cause  unless  Mr.  O'Connell  had  applied  to 
the  noble  Lord,  the  Member  for  Stroud, 
(Lord  John  Russell)  asking  him  for  a  Baron- 
etcy for  Mr.  Raphael,  as  a  recompense  to 
that  gentleman  for  having  been    disap- 
pointed of  his  seat  for  Carlow  (he  having 
been  turned  out  and  having  represented 
his  £,000/.  only  a  short  time),  he  thought 
the  argument  of  the  noble  Lord  came  to 
nothing.  He  did  not,  therefore,  understand 
how  the  noble  Lord  could  say,  that  this  case 
was  a  complete  answer  to  the  chaise  that 
Mr.   O'Connell  had  any  influence    with 
the  Government.     If  so,  he  must  have 
asked  for  the  Baronetcy  and  been  refused. 
He  alluded  to  this  part  of  the  subject  not 
with  any  degree  of  satisfaction,  for  nothing 
but  the  allusion  which  had  been  made  to  it 
would  have  induced  him  to  advert  to  it,  for 
he  would  say  fairly,  that  it  was  his  anxious 
wish  to  give  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Dublin  the  fullest  benefit  of  the  sort  of 
acquittal  by  the  Committee,  of  the  charge 
of  person^  pecuniary  corruption,  and  he 
should  have  been  glad  to  have  taken  the 
same  view  of  the  aflair.     A  distinction, 
indeed,  was  to  be  drawn  between  the  of- 
fender who  was  guilty  of  fffences  against 
society,  which  exduded  him  from  all  claim 
to  respectability,  and  an  irregularity  as  to 
the  bfu^;aining  for  a  seat  in  that  House ; 
an  offence  which,  many  years  ago,  when  he 
was  not  a  Member  of  that  House,  was  not 
considered  so  grave  an  offence  as  it  ought 
to  have  been.    Another  view  of  the  subject, 
which  he  was  not  disinclined  to  think  ought 
to  be  taken  by  many  hon.  Members,  was, 
that  Mr.  O'Connell  having  been  exposed  to 
the  ordeal  of  the  former  inquiry,  in  what. 
ever  way  that  ended,  whether  there  had 
been   a  miscarriage  or  not — ^whether  the 
Committee  had  followed  out  their  duty  to 
the  full  length  or  not— >there  had  been  one 
trial,  and  there  ought  not  to  be  another. 
He  might  be  influenced  in  part  by  profes- 
sional prejudices,  which,  after  all,  were 
generally   founded  in  justice  and  proper 
feeling;  but  he  was  of  opinion  that  all 
powiUe  w^bt  ou^t  to  be  attached  to 


that  point  Hon*  Members  of  that  House 
had  been  selected  and  called  upon  by  name 
to  perform  a  painful,  arduous,  and  most 
invidious  duty;  and  they  had  performed 
that  duty  with  care,  with  intelligence, 
integrity,  and  an  intention  to  do  what  was 
right ;  he,  therefore,  owned,  that,  for  one, 
he  did  not  think  they  should  adopt,  upon 
light  grounds,  any  coui'se  that  expressed  the 
remotest  dissent,  or  placed  those  hon.  Mem. 
hers  in  any  situation  which  might  make 
other  hon.  Members,  in  future,  reluctant  to 
take  on  themselves  a  similar  task.  While 
however,  he  stated,  he  hoped  in  all  candour 
and  fairness,  all  that  he  should  think  be- 
longed to  the  question,  as  favourable  to  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Dublin — 
while  he  disclaimed  the  part  of  being  his 
accuser  here — while  he  wished  to  give  the 
fullest  effect  to  every  thing  which  passed 
before  the  Committee  favourable  to  him, 
he  must  say,  that  there  were  features  in 
the  case  which,  to  use  the  expression  of  a 
celebrated  writer,  could  only  oe  passed  by 
without  censure,  when  they  were  passed 
by  without  observation.  As  to  the  traffic 
and  sale  of  a  seat,  he  begged  to  state  his 
opinion  on  the  point  of  constitutional  law. 
He  had  already  shown  the  fallacy  of  his. 
learned  Friend's  criterion  of  corruption, 
that  a  party  to  be  guilty  of  it  must  have  a 
personal  interest  in  it  i  and  he  would  say, 
that  the  instant  money  was  placed  by  an 
individual  in  the  hands  of  others,  to  be 
applied  for  his  election  to  a  seat  in  that 
House,  as  it  had  been  in  the  case  before 
them,  that  moment  the  Constitution  was 
violated — whether  it  was  for  purposes  of 
charity  or  justice — or  of  independence,  to 
take  the  view  in  which,  he  believed,  that 
his  learned  Friend  had  put  this  case.  As 
if  a  bribe  one  way  was  an  offence,  and  a  bribe 
the  other  way  made  a  man  independent. 
He  objected  to  it  on  principle,  as  furnishing 
the  most  obvious,  direct,  and  easy  covering 
for  bribery  of  every  sort.  There  was  no 
bribery  which  the  rich  man  could  exercise, 
which  would  not  be  at  once  sanctioned,  if 
the  House  passed  by  the  present  case.  He 
trust^  that  the  House  —  the  Reformed 
House  of  Commons-^would  take  care  that 
when  they  came  to  a  vote  upon  the  subject, 
in  which,  for  the  reasons  which  he  had 
stated,  he  could  not  participate,  that  they 
did  nothing  to  sanction  a  violation  of  their 
privileges,  or  endanger  the  constitution  of 
Parliament,  and  thereby  the  liberties  of 
the  people. 

Mr.  fVard  said,  that  though  it  might 
appear  presumption  in  him  to  follow  the 
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hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  wlio  had  just 
Bat  down,  he  could  not^  as  a  Member  of 
the  Committee,  avoid  saying  a  few  words 
on  the  motion  before  the  House.  The  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  had,  he  thought, 
dealt  rather  hardly  with  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Dublin,  for  while  he 
concurred  in  the  decision  of  the  Committee^ 
which  had  completely  acquitted  that  hon. 
and  learned  Member  of  all  personal  cor- 
ruption, lie  had  left  it  to  be  inferred  that 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  had  derived 
advantage  from  the  fact  of  having  got  cash 
and  given  bills  for  part  of  it.  Now,  he 
thought  that  even  a  slight  reference  to  the 
evidence  would  show  that  no  such  conclu- 
sion could  be  fairly  drawn.  At  question 
2,()47  of  the  evidence,  Mr.  Vigors  was 
asked — "Do  you  know  why  it  was  that 
Mr.  O'Connell  sent  part  in  a  bill  payable 
at  sight,  and  part  in  a  bill  at  sixty-one 
days'  date  ?"  The  answer  was  "  No ;  Mr. 
O'Connell  has  mentioned,  at  a  subsequent 
period,  to  me,  that  sending  bills  was  an 
accommodation,  and  he  mentioned  to  the 

5 gentleman  who  got  the  bills  from  him  that 
)c  would  give  the  money  at  sight,  if  the 
bills  were  not  equally  acceptable  to  me, 
and  I  sent  back  word  that  the  bUls  were  as 
good  to  mo  as  cash,  and  therefore  I  would 
receive  them  as  cash ;  but  at  the  time  when 
I  received  the  304^  bill,  I  never  inquired 
why  I  received  it.  It  was  the  same  as 
cash,  and  therefore  I  received  it  as  cash ; 
it  was  sent  to  my  bankers."  In  question 
S,127,  he  was  asked — "  Did  you  accept  the 
bills  for  the  balance  for  your  own  conve- 
nience or  for  Mr.  O'Connell's  accommoda- 
tion, or  for  what  other  reason  ?  I  received 
them  with  as  much  ease  and  satisfaction  as 
I  Hhould  have  done  the  cash,  Mr.  Fitxgerald 
at  the  same  time  mentioning  to  me,  that 
Mr.  OTonnell  had  particularly  deared  him 
to  say,  that  if  I  wished  for  cash,  he  would 
send  mo  cash  instead.  I  said  that  it  was 
of  no  consequence.'*  In  question  2,2 14,  he 
was  asked—"  Was  the  2,000/.  always  forth- 
conung  when  you  applied  for  it  to  Mr. 
O'Connell,  and  when  paid  in  bills  at  long 
dates,  was  there  any  loss  or  delay  attending 
them  ?"  Mr.  Vigors  answered,  "Themoney 
was  forthcoming  the  very  instant  it  was 
wanted  and  called  for,  and  the  transaction 
ri\specting  bills  did  not  cause  us  to  lose  one 
single  shilling  of  the  monev,  nor  was  there 
any  loss  to  any  individmu  in  consequence 
of  those  bills.*'  Now,  he  thought,  after 
such  evidence  as  this,  and  the  deciaioa  of 
the  Committee  founded  upon  it,  it  was  not 
fair  or  candid  in  the  hoa.  and  learned  Gen- 


tleman to  leave  it  to  be  inferined'fiKim  big 
remarks,  that  some  pecuniary  advantage 
had  arisen  to  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Dublin  from  the  transaction.  The  hoa. 
and  learned  Gentleman  had  spoken  of  the 
trap  which  he  said  had  been  laid  for  him 
by  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  (Mr.  Ser- 
geant Wilde),  in  putting  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Dublin  in  the  box. 
[Six  Frederick  Pollock ;  I  did  not  fall  into  it.] 
No;  but  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman did  not  avail  himself  of  the  op- 
portunity thus  offered  to  him  of  putting 
questions  to  the  hon.  and  learned  Member. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Member  seemed  to 
dwell  much  on  the  letter  to  Mr.  Raphael 
being  a  breach  of  privilege.  Why,  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  must  have 
known  that  at  the  time  the  Committee 
was  appointed;  why  had  he  not  ui^ged  it 
then  }  If  it  were  a  breach  of  privilege, 
why  should  the  Committee  have  been  ap. 
pointed?  But  the  Committee  had  decided 
that  it  was  not  a  breach  of  privilege. 
["  NolNori  Hon.  Members  said  "  No," 
but  he  would  defy  any  hon.  Member  to 
put  his  finger  on  any  one  passage  in  the 
Report  which  said  that  it  was.  If  the 
letter  were  a  breach  of  privilege, 
and  the  Committee  decided  it  was  not, 
they  were  guilty  of  a  gross  dereliction  of 
duty.  In  his  apprehension,  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  who  had  last  addressed 
the  House  ousht  to  have  proved  that 
which  he  merely  contented  himself  with 
assuming.  He  had  not  by  any  means  sue* 
ceeded  in  proving  that  the  conduct  which 
formed  the  groundwork  of  the  accusation 
now  before  the  House  amounted  to  a 
breach  of  privHege.  As  to  the  case  of 
Oxford,  to  which  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  had  alluded^  for  the  purpose  of 
illustration,  there  really  never  was  any- 
thing 80  completely  pressed  into  the  ser. 
vice,  for  not  the  slightest  analogy  subsisted 
between  the  two  cases.  The  letter  from 
Oxford  came  from  the  mayor  and  corpo. 
ration  of  that  town^  they  having  their 
own  corporate  interests  to  take  care  of. 
To  establish  the  analogy,  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  should  have  proved  that 
in  the  case  of  Carlow,  a  rich  candidate  bad 
been  advertised  for;  and  it  should  further 
be  shown  that  the  proposition  to  him  was, 
not  that  he  should  beur  the  leeal  *ygp**nff<i 
alone,  but  that  the  parties  seeking  for  him 
were  to  derive  private  advantage  from  the 
transaction,  One  of  the  most  important 
considerations  connected  with  the  suh)cct 
was  the  question  of  the  expenses  paid  for 
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the  Carlow  election— -were  tbey  legal  ort 
were  they  not  ?     It  happened  in  this  case,  [ 
though  it  very  rarely  did  in  the  cases  of 
other  elections,  that  an  exact  account  was 
kept  of  the  whole  of  the  expenses — that  every 
farthing  of  the  expenses  was  set  down,  and 
that,  within  a  very  small   amount,    the 
account  was   made  to   balance.     He  be- 
lieved  that  the  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite, 
who  were  now  such  purists  on  the  subject 
of  election,  could  scarcely  at  one  of  their 
elections  produce  so  exact  a  statement  of 
receipts    and    disbursements.    The  Com- 
mittee  went  most  carefully  through  the 
whole  of  the  account,  and  were  not  able  to 
discover  a  single  instance  in  which  any 
payment  had  been  made,  or  even  promised 
beforehand.    There  might  have  been  some 
mention  of  contingent  and  prospective  pay- 
ments, there  having  been,  as  the  House 
well  knew,  a  system  of  proscription  intro. 
duced  in  Carlow,  giving  occasion  for  some 
sort  of  protection  for  voters ;  but  payment 
to  a  Liberal  club  was  a  very  different  thing 
from  saying  to  an  elector  previous  to  an 
election,    '*  Vote  for   my    candidate   and 
against  your  landlord;  do  that,   and  you 
shall  receive  a  certain  sum  of  money."     To 
prove  that  would,  no  question,  be  to  prove 
corruption;  but  the  analogy  attempted  to 
be  established    between    that  and  other 
cases  in  which  it  was  alleged  that  bribery 
took  place,  appeared  to  his  mind  to  have 
signally  failed.     There   was  one  circum- 
stance which  he  now  wished  the  House 
especially  to  bear  in  mind — that  the  Mem- 
ber for  Dublin  was  not  on  his  trial;  it  was 
the  Carlow  Committee  who  were  on  their 
trial.    And  now  he  would  beg  to  put  this 
question: — was  there  a    single    instance 
upon  record  of  a  Committee  of  that  House, 
charged  with  judicial  functions,  reporting 
on  all  points  to  the  House,  and,  in  the  end, 
finding    their    Report    disallowed?      He 
would  ask  hon.  Members,  on  the  opposite 
aide  of  the  House— he  would  appeal  to  the 
most  experienced  amongst  them,  if,  in  all 
their  experience,  they  had  ever  heard  of 
such  a  thine  ?     He  would  further  ask,  was 
there  the  slightest  imputation  resting  upon 
the  Carlow  Committee?     He  desired  also 
to  know  if  any  eentleman  present  meant 
to  say,  that  the  Committee  had  given  the 
go-by  to  any  portion  of  the  charges  ?  Had 
they  not  gone  fully,  carefully,  and  scrupu- 
lously through  every  one  of  the  charges  ?  And 
the  result  of  that  care  was,  that  there  ex- 
isted no    difference  of   opinion   between 
them  ;  they  came  to  an  unanimous  decision, 
tboogh  certainly  he  must  acknowledge  that 

thst  draaon  was  not  sucb  a  one  as  the 


hon.  Member  for  Bradford  would  have  re- 
commended*     The  Committee  which   sat 
on  the  case  of  the  Carlow  election,  and  of 
which  he  had  the  honour  to  be  a  Member, 
performed  a  solemn  judicial  duty,  and  he 
trusted  he  might  be  permitted  to  say,  that 
in  discharging  that  duty  they  had  discarded 
all  party  feeling.     He  would,  begging  par- 
don of  the  House  for  troubling  them  with 
anything  that  related  to  himself,  appeal  to 
hon.  Members  if  he,  though  designated  as 
a  partisan,  had  not  altogether  discarded 
anything  like  party  feeling,  and  if  he  had 
not  had  a  serious  difference  with  his  hon . 
Friend,  the  Member  for  Bridport,  on  the 
occasion  as  to  the  terms  in  which  the  Com- 
mittee should  convey   their  censure,  and 
so  far  from  regarding  those  then  proposed 
as  too  strong,  he  had  contended  that  they 
were  not  strong  enough,  and  succeeded  in 
showing  that  such  a  letter  as  that  referred 
to  by  the  Committee  in  their  Report  could 
not  come  before  the  House,  without  such 
an  expression  of    disapprobation  as  that 
which  the  Committee  had  used.     The  real 
question  at  issue  was,  whether  the  Report 
so  drawn  up,  ought  to  be  affirmed  or  dis. 
allowed  by  the  House.     The  hon.  Member 
for  Bradford  had  said,  that  the  Report  of 
the  Committee  did  not  meet  his  views. 
Very  probably  it  did  not ;  but  he  must  say, 
that  if  the  noble  Lord,  the  Secretary  for 
the  Home  Department,  had  attempted  to 
shirk  the  question — ^had,  in  fact,  taken  any 
other  course  than  that  which  he  adoptedv 
the  Members  of  the  Committee  would  have 
had  much  reason  to  complain.     It  was  in- 
cumbent upon  the  noble   Lord  to  have 
made  the  motion  which  he  had  submitted 
to   the  House;  for  how  did  the  matter 
stand,  as  between  the  House  and  the  Com- 
mittee ?     The  House  had  imposed  a  very 
important  duty,  and  one  involving  great 
responsibility   upon    the  Committee;   and 
when  that  duty  had  been  most  carefully 
and  zealously  performed,  and  with  infinite 
pains  to  the  Committee,  the  subject  was 
again  brought  forward,  and  the  decision  of 
the  Committee  impugned ;  and  yet,  if  the 
House  sanctioned  the  motion  for  proceed- 
ing to  the  previous  question,  they  would 
refuse  to  inform  the  Committee  whether 
the  onerous  duty  imposed  on  them  had 
been  performed  to  the  satisfaction  of  the 
House  or  not.    He  saw  a  feeling  actuating 
the  hon.  Gentleman  opposite,    which  he 
was  sorry  to  witness  in  any   Member    of 
that  House.     The  hon.  Member  for  Brad- 
ford desired  to  transfer  to  that  House  a 
duty  which  it  was  not  qualified  to  dis- 

charge^  and  which  bad  alxeadjr  been  fviUj 
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iMiM  iiepac,  llat  «^  Hamttwmak  fie 

tntami  lor    «^  teuns    <cf   snnr  sndL 

IwrginnwM  wt»had  Mt  tidbsB  siKis^r^uife 
to  Mm  to  lie  fttad^flBBgoa  jend  itsMMEriij^ 
wUdk  Akmhe  «ii^  Sa>  j&ct  ffi>tft  a 'O^^ 
Hkef  ttwM  mt  kite  dae  memm  ^  dsEst^ 
jtti^iw  n  flttdk  scaK,  finr  fce  ^to&Ji  not 
tmniiutti  to  B»T«  dkcttt  tiott  viia,  Icim  ti«e 
4cli«to  AWKibdci^  wmj>d 

ncn  flMit(«Bt  gm  Itm'of  vfcoai  Izad  e««r  rea£ 

il*  4kiwc  j-Qiiace;  ik9  fataooajl  ana  eocli! 
i^vfU  OtMt  nirt^  laid  sie^ttttd  to  f uui£iii 
tftit»Didh«c  mit  tJbf  neacBf  of  ^^ibag  ji»- 
taut; ;  to  vfmal^  tiicD*  &ogm  liie  C-osBicLititt 
to  dUe  HouiK  «r<0fDli  ht  atcniiizi?  lew 
tibtt)  aet  sfipcal  fiRa  FUlip  inber  So  l^lilip 

tfttt;  siuyit  L0H  Ia«-  titfr  cxHme;  he  laid  x^ksti, 
mni  eKfnsn  las  tamaeiet  hope  thM  madasLg 
wtitMmSoechaa  to  deposit  tofmit^ 


Mr*  Lam  ttid,  that  theie  were  two  pn>- 
p0Mli««f  avautifii;  the  cxm^derkikm  <I 
the  H^mr.  The  fint,  that  propOMd  hx 
the  Usm.  Member  for  Bndford,  w^f,  thhi 
k  wss  UsCuii^^  tb«  Hottse  sL<>c>d  coii;.«;ider 
th^  ftatmie  of  the  cootiact  vLkh  the  boo. 
Mewhtr  fer  DohSia  bad  enterod  iclo,  for 
theMleofa  aeat  w  that  Home.  Upoo 
Ihitnolioo  beia^  made,  it  wa«  proposed 
b)r  ettvun  htm^  Mcsnhcrs  to  meet  it  by 
proeceduj^  to  the  aider  of  the  daj :  bm 
alter  the  dkfcmmoa  upon  that  amcndflMot 
had  pfaecedad  to  fotne  leoftli,  it  pleaied 
the  iMble  Locd,  the  Member  for  Stxood, 
to  allina  that  all  that  had  takes  place 
«poa  the  fubject  had  beeu  dooe  ia  enor, 
aad  he  was  at  Ubert  j  to  propCMe  at  a 
aeeood  ameodoieat  the  reaolotioot  which, 
00  hit  motioo,  had  been  pot  fitim  the 
Chair«  They  had  oo«,  thefefofe«  to  dit- 
eatt  the  qaettioa  at  to  whidi  tide  wat  in 
cmw.  In  hitopioioo  thote  boo.  Members 
who  were  fiivoarable  to  the  bon.  and 
learaed  Member  for  Doblhi  voold  have 
dooe  mach  better  in  voting  for  the  amend- 
ment  of  the  previoot  qoettioo,  than  in 
niting  that  btooght  forward  by  the  noble 
Loid*t  retolationt.  By  thote  reaotationt 
it  wat  obtioQtly  made  incumbent  on  the 
Ho«ite  to  give  their  grave  opiaion  npoo 
the  natore  of  the  whole  evidence  taken 
befaia  the  CommiUee.    The  tubttaace  of 
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{  wa&.^at  the  Kook  shoaid  acTK  tmh  the 
!  Repent  iif  tj«  Ci— MTliii       Tlus  he  wat 
gune  incijaod  to  csx.    He  was  vaLEcog  to 
iKDoipt  tknt  <i!^MBBBM  ex^aamtsa  hv  1^ 
2Ky  tfe  a»  isT  as  3t  weat ;  hat  w  fi  had 
fxtlcved  vpDw  cenaifi  pwiis  cd*  rbe 
j  aBMLT  of  tUfli  most  jJEpOBtasA  »  afecdng 
ihe  fffrrrlit^et  €ii  tkkt  Hiabsc.  ht  vaf  wsv  Li- 
i  la^  to  si£^  at  the  tame  point  iLcGoawut- 
'  tee  lims  cvat^  szii,  aherefoae  icnmd  hjm 
I  mM  %ax^*S^  to  caacar  la  &e  resdl  lOaBDt  of 
j  tftj£  Zfisibue:  1/iiid.     Htr  ccicld  not  hf^lp  Soc^- 
j  ;og  at  the  E^E^pOTt  ctf  ihe  Ccamar:^? 
J  Uitded  bv  Uif  BtuHve  to  he   liirf>£ 
^  iIlslb  a  spediJ  i^sruidt  oai  ihe 
\  'mheULti  or  not  the  prirril^^cf  llLe  H-Dvie 
li  !iiM!  been  vk«Lil£id.    Aaui  aa  ahitt  agajpett 
ihtvt  was  aa  oanaaaEni  i  im  1^  |aalt3niibf 
cj«efirK<Bf,  vtoher  <ar  ucA  aikuase  3iinn'<ii£^:e& 
i  iuKtS  bees  vk^Jiiad,  had  'heca  re£cnTT«d  hmii 
I  *o  :.l*f  ci*Di»»£tratJKn  cjf  ibc  Hinstc    The 
j  fMiyat  hhd  heesi  ti^ilB^  hw  li>e  Canmonifie 
1  ifl  tviQ  po'Qls  cif  rjear — £ntU  «ik£jt!ba'  (the 
osBfa^td  g&Boc:  fesQ  » ruria  ihe  aPBETtini:  of 
the  KUiaie  cf  die  4^nh  of  Gearfie  3rd; 
Azid,  secoocjj,  whether  at  was  a  lidUdoa 
of  tilt  prrarileg»:  of  ^le  Boose.     Xow  the 
£jst  jtuit  otf  «7krv  vras^  is  his  qpniicm^  aa 
I  L'OOoeiJeiit  xx^od^  of  cnnadarm^  tbe  soh. 
j  j|«cl;  aitd  tbfiTc'.rcire,  vxider  jlH  tbe  circco>« 
AtiiXkoes  </  ii>e  case,  Le  coikcorred  wiih  ibe 
adie  Lord,  tLe  Member  for  Xcdh  Lunca- 
fih:re,  io  recreuiag  tb^al  the  qaestiiia  of  ibe 
violauoa  of  tbe  statate  bad  beea  mixed  ap 
by  tbe  Commiltce  with  the  qoestioa  of 
violat)oa  of  the  pnvik^iet  of  pAdliamenL 
It  mast  be  tbe  dtfpositkio  of  the  Hoase  to 
show  the  otflKist  lenity  towards  the  hem. 
aod  learned  Member  for  Daboia ;    bst  ia 
ptoportioa  to  that  dispofitjoa  was  it  their 
doty  to  proooance  an  aaeqaivocal  opiaioa 
in  a  matter  of  sach  grave  importanoe.  It 
apptared  to  him  that  tbe  transactMa  ia 
qnestion  bad  been  very  bappHy  desotod 
last  night,  as  **  a  oormpt  contract,  with 
coadngeat  polity.*  Tbe  (acts  of  the  okse» 
as  detailed  in  the  minotet  of  the  evideaoe 
taken  before  the  Commiitee,   had  been 
tabmitted   to   the  ooosideratioQ  of  the 
Hoose :  and  it  wat  far  the  Honae  to  de- 
cide whetbo-  the  mere  want  of  a  saqdat 
relieved  the  parties  from  the  gailt  of  the 
meditated  application  of  sach  a  tarpha. 
In  his  opinion  it  was  evident  that  the  bar. 
gain  was  originally  oormpt;  and  that  the 
appropriation  of  the  torplos  (if  any  existed) 
was  intended  to  be  anything  bat  a  ie^ 
apfNOpriaiioa.    On  the  first  blash  of  the 
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logo  mudi  further.  It  seemed  to  bim 
not  only  that  the  transaction  was  not 
legal,  but  that  it  afTected  the  personal 
honour  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Dublin.  He  was  happy  to  say,  how- 
ever, that,  on  further  investigation,  he  fully 
and  entirely  acquitted  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  of  any  such  imputation.  He 
would  refer,  however,  to  the  evidence  of 
Mr.  Vigors  to  show  the  nature  of  the 
bargain  that  had  been  made.  In  page 
eighty-two  of  the  minutes,  the  following 
passage  appeared : — 

^'What  communication  did  you  make  to 
Mr.  O'Connell: — I  mentioned  the  conversa- 
tion that  I  bad  had  with  Mr.  Raphael,  and  I 
told  him  that  I  wished  that  be  would  follow  it 
up,  and  I  mentioned  the  particular  terms  on 
which  I  authorised  him  to  conclude  the  ar- 
rangement with  Mr.  Raphael. 

'*  Will  you  be  so  good  as  to  state  what  the 
terms  were  ? — ^The  terms  were  those  which  I 
had  proposed  to  Mr.  Raphael,  1,000/.  to  be 
paid  immediately,  and  1,000/.  to  be  paid  on  his 
return. 

"  And  to  what  purposes  were  those  sums  to 
be  applied? — The  application  of  those  sums 
were  to  election  expenses  in  general,  and  the 
expenses  arising  out  of  the  election ;  the  ap- 
plication of  the  first  1 ,000/.  was,  as  I  expressed 
myself  to  Mr.  Raphael,  to  be  to  the  payment 
of  part  of  the  expenses  then  incurred  for  the 
petition  that  haa  just  been  decided  at  the 
moment,  and  the  other  part  towards  the  ensu- 
ing election  expenses,  the  expenses  arising  out 
of  the  contest.'* 

Now,  if  there  was  nothing  but  that 
answer  in  evidence,  it  would  show  that  in 
the  contract  to  which  the  bon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Dublin  was  a  party,  through 
the  intervention  of  Mr.  Vigors,  and  on 
behalf  of  the  self-styled  Liberal  Committee 
of  Carlow,  be  had  agreed  to  receive  from 
Mr.  Raphael  2,000/.,  little  short  of  700/.  of 
which  was  to  he,  applied  to  the  extinction 
of  a  debt  incurred  at  the  previous  election 
for  Carlow  by  Mr.  Vigors.  When  he 
(Mr.  Law)  stated  this,  while  he  still 
retained  his  admiration  of  the  talents  of 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Dublin, 
he  could  not  help  being  astonished  at  his 
indiscretion.  The  whole  speech  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  consisted, 
not  of  an  exculpation  of  himself  from  the 
charges  against  him,  but  of  an  admission 
of  the  facts  on  which  those  charges  were 
founded.  Among  other  topics,  the  hon. 
aod  learned  Gentleman  avowed  the 
act  to  which  he  had  just  adverted, 
and    declared    that    it   was    legal    and 

d«fewible«    Il9w  wM  it  possible  that 


the  honourable  and  learned  Gentleman's 
zeal  could  blind  him  to  the  law  on  the 
subject  ?  Not  only  was  such  a  transac- 
tion not  legal — it  was  an  infringement  of 
the  express  terms  of  the  resolntion  of  that 
House  respecting  bribery  and  corruption. 
It  was  astonishing,  that  a  lawyer  could 
have  been  found  to  stand  up  in  that 
House,  and  contend,  that  any  man  was 
justified  in  stipulating  for  the  payment  of 
a  pre-existing  debt  incurred  by  the  Libe« 
ral  Committee  of  Carlow — themselves  vo- 
ters, and  concerned  in  procuring  the 
return  of  a  Member  to  Parliament-— as 
one  of  the  conditions  for  obtaining  a  seat 
in  the  House  of  Commons.  But  not  only 
was  this  debt  to  be  discharged,  the  rent 
of  the  voters  was  also  to  be  paid.  It  was 
impossible  to  deny,  that  such  a  transac- 
tion was  corrupt.  It  appeared  also,  that 
a  fund  had  been  created  in  the  county  of 
Carlow  for  the  benefit  of  persons  who  had 
voted  in  a  particular  manner  at  the  last 
election.  He  (Mr.  Law)  would  decidedly 
say,  that  to  subscribe  to  such  a  fund  for 
such  an  avowed  purpose  was  corrupt. 
What  was  the  evidence  given  by  Mr. 
Vigors  on  that  point.     It  was  this— 

"  Had  there  been  distress  alleged  to  arise 
from  the  persecution  of  persons  who  had  voted 
in  a  particular  manner  ? — had  such  a  state  of 
things  existed  in  Carlow? — Very  consider^ 
able  distress  had  existed  subsequent  to  the 
election  of  1832,  up  to  the  period  to  which  I 
now  speak. 

**  Had  a  fund  been  created  for  the  relief  of 
those  persons,  and  did  you  subscribe  to  that 
fund? — A  very  considerable  sum  bad  been 
subscribed  to  the  relief  of  those  men." 

Now,  really,  if  parties  interested  were  to 
be  the  judges  in  what  way  funds  raised  by 
themselves  ought  to  be  applied  to  voters, 
it  would  be  impossible  to  draw  a  line ; 
and  all  statutes  and  all  resolutions  of  Par- 
liament would  be  rendered  totally  useless. 
If  it  were  competent  for  a  man  to  say, 
^*  I  will  apply  a  large  sum  of  money  to 
regulate  the  votes  of  these  electors  in  a 
particular  way,  by  assuring  them,  that  if 
their  rent  is  in  arrear  I  will  pay  it ;  if 
their  cow  is  distrained,  and  the^  are  sub- 
jected to  legal  expenses,  I  will  indem- 
nify them,  provided  they  will  vote  for  me, 
or  for  the  person  whom  I  may  nominate,** 
— then  he  averred,  that  a  more  distinct 
mode  by  which  corruption  might  be  ex* 
ercised  for  effecting  the  election  of  a 
Member  of  Parliament  it  was  impossible 
to  point  ont.  The  defence  set  up,  too, 
was  most  extraordinary*    It  was  said,  this 
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«NK>f«iiU«t;    iArcsiMiP   \fii.  diC  UPt  £(    b.  I  titfir  prrrui^ 

tujAi  f'  ta^er  •ndtt  «8«itf  n  itrf«sr.  m:  mrtniit  j  lO/  ^sfiestiOL  «>  tSK  Oi 

^rt^  AMrt)^  «i(  itf#«9n*  ((^  lifMd  vitt  -IP  tilt  t  vff»ffl»dii^L   t  iiB:  vdimibsatiiK  aT  1ib 
Ui^eitOtidtfit^ii'^  ^  mus^vuwxi*  Vut^^fiuam  [  ^ommtttBt  wk&  aUamectL  ht^aaeaL    fie 
*sApmuMH»  lisjt.  jfuu  ftfuutu  tftUnMt  turn.  -  wk  ^oht  tmrn  tt*  adam  iitt  lUiiknu 
isi/M.  ^1.   (<«$:  tM:t«uM«t4«ni«*  ^  ti  y9D9^  !  seal.  tiKrsnent  in  svej 

V*  i^MM#i.  '(^  tuc:ic  ^lA'ff^  tii«^H  i^m  If.  «t<«  '  t^if^Bled  i&  luson.    Iiiii  Jit  OEDieo  HoA 
^(U.iic**'  i^«AA'.  tl  iMti  iitf  uvU'  «oc  leftmet     tba:  rtev  fr»  a  mraffg  m^    Tik 

^UMK-wc  w  ««.  iHj^ui9Msi^  i^'tiKHi  «{;i;txnr-  !  t(^  a&inr  'oe:  fgmcxvt  netiiK  anc 

i0i\Mi^i^^,  H,  %ut.  htfijfp  ^  f'ariHtsiifnit^  tt .  iasA  emerefl  ip  pmcans  ^k  ismn.  of 
pMi;^*  |g<»H.^i»>«i^'W  ami  •ttr^fftMinid^eitti^  •  Ksig^aeL  sue  paimiii^  intt  ako  Iidv  Ike 
4r'v  <»vi^:a<«iC.4iti«t  Mi  ixu^>y•n%  U^t  ^.vume    tj'.nwu  auc  kamed  GFeuuemn.  ibud 

4ittH4i«Mj^   <ut  ^vp^iiivu  tusi  ttilt  OW^  ' 

^VCt  ^  4jvel*  f4ii(;l  ikipA  %  \f»»^^  ^  "M  yxi- 

f/«4  M^  f;iW  |K>ijuu  i^ifeii  «bort  ct  li*e 

lU  tv*/)«/;i,  7U  (U-p^t  iUiUd^  tluit  tJ»e 
i'/*m*u*'''^U(4t  wm^  **  i$^Y^uUeA  t»  iftqture 
^f4i//  <j^  fii^^*ut^jit$j^;/^  (4  iht  Utt&c  Mad 
f^j^ttA'tu^f^i  itiU^*4  t//  lMrr«  uImm  plsice 

l^iH/hi$^'i,  i^^^^Um^  Um*.unf%  Um^  nomina^ 
livo  «ii^  rHgiM  of  Ua«  t^  Akxaoder 

l*4i'h''iun;$ii  ftff  tlM;  iz/uiity  f/f  C«rl'/w,  at 
0#«  N«t  teU^Jimu  im  tJi^t  county^  aiwl  tba 
k\t\i\\f'diMfn  ni  Mi4;  fiKMiU'f  Mill  to  luve 
)/<i;f4  %^vk\it'd^  %\A  lh«  circomcUiMeef 
iioJ<  r  «r|it<j|i  \!ii»t  •«!»«  w«r«  received  and 
«rji|>i;ii4i^i,  tfid  Co  r#;{>ort  the  fnioatet  of 
«rvid4rrii;«  Ulurn  before  them,  with  their 
u\t^ti%\\tm%  ttiereon*^  Now^  it  did  not 
e|#(ieiir  co  him  from  that  patia^e,  that  it 
wa«  at  all  cootemplated  by  ttic  Houae, 
tlitti  it  m%%  intended  that  the  adjudicaiioo 


pfaapiou  i^ncaiitee,  ttoa 
tbeekiCtniB  atisiuid  axa 
spectiKsd  aaoL  U jiod  ^le  fawi^i  of 
ei'idenee  lie  coiitnwfldV  'dia  ateh— ph 
Mr.  <rConn]I.  fcj  &£  fif^am  of  ^k 
09aamiri.fie,  stood  acgnhaBd  £rnia  aay 
penocai  |inr.HmmT  cuii'iyiiiiBu  siII*.  laok<- 
Jtti^  al  t^  aatfls  of  the  cMBgnica  lir  hai 
amde,  i«e  hafi  bees  iroibT  of  a  bnai^  ctf 
tSbe  pr}rlkf!cs  of  tbe  Bobkl.  ior  aoiich  W 
Deanjned  emenank,  and  wirJi  i^^ecx  aa 
ai.k*L  it  vas  iucciDbBBt  cm  tbe  H^nae  aa 
prooounoe  aa  opmka.  It  maa  oae  past 
of  tkacaae  to  aiaiilMi  to  ar^ai 
tbe  actite  i&taiBreDoe  af  the 
Catlxiie  derirf  m  tbe  c^ectwa  of 
ben  of  Parlioaeat  bad  prooeedcdL  If 
tbe  erideaoe  gtvea  apoa  tbat  point  Wfave 
tbe  latiaudsttioa  CoaBitaee  «eae  aot 
mSdeot  to  impieaa  tbe  Hoaae  ariib  a 
coorictioo  of  the  poveifri 
vbicb  tbe  RoBaa  Catboik  <^efgy 
ciaed  ni  tbk  respect,  it  «oyd  oaiy  be 
aeoeaaary  for  kirn  to  leHer  to  a  letter 
arritten  by  Mr.  Fitigerald,  aad  pabbsbed 
to  tbe  Report  of  ^Mr.  Vigors^  erideaoe. 
It  vat  dated  23Fd'^Nofcaiber,  1834»  aad 
coTitaioed  tbe  Iblloviag  passafre: — **  1 
bad  a  long  internear  with  tbe  Biabop  to- 
day; be  ag;reea  entirely  with  Wallace; 
aod  be  bat  canted  a  ctrcnlar  to  be  ad- 
dreiaed  to  tbe  difierent  pantb  priests,  to 
atcertain  bow  we  stand  in  tbe  ooaaty; 
and  in  tbe  coarse  of  a  week  I  am  to  aam* 
nion  a  meeting  (private)  of  a  few  of  tba 
leading  men  of  tbe  county,  aritb  tbe 
clergy,  to  meet  at  my  bonae,  at  wbicb 
9f  the  Committee  fhould  b«  fiiud.    If,  I  meeting  Wallace  will  be  pieaoit;  ia  tbg 
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meantime,  you  shoald  be  on  the  look  out 
for  candidates.    The  Bishop  would  prefer 
that  you  should  be  the  person  (this  letter 
waft  addressed  to  Mr.  Vigors)  on  behalf  of 
the  county;  that  you  should  apply  to 
Raphael,  rather  than  allow  0*Conneil  (as 
the  Bishop  says)  to  dispose  of  the  county. 
^    *    I  am  now  quite  satisfied,  that  we 
will  have  the  entire  co-operation  of  the 
Bishop  and  the  clergy ;  he  was  with  me 
two  hours  this  day  on  the  subject,  and  he 
is  about  to  make  an  exertion  to  reconcile 
the  Tory  Papists  of  the  town ;    he  has 
already  prevailed  upon  Dooling  to  give 
up  his  action  against  Bolger."    An  addi- 
tional and  incontestible  proof  of  the  active 
interference  of  Mr.  O'Connell  was  to  be 
found  in  a  letter  written  by  that  Gentle- 
tnan,  on  the  26th  November,  1834,  to 
Mr.  Vigors.    After  alluding  to  the  ap- 
proaching contest  for   the  county,  Mr. 
O'Connell  says— '*  You  should  see  Mr. 
Raphael,  and  ascertain  whether  or  not  he 
would  stand.     We  could  secure  him  the 
county  at    an  inconsiderable  expense — 
say,  for  the  very  utmost,  3,000/.    You 
can  tell  him,  that  I  will  be  one  of  the 
guarantees  of  his  success  if  he  will  thus 
come  forward  as  the  colleague  of  Mr. 
Ponsonby.    Let  me  know  without  delay, 
whether  there  be  any  chance  of  effec- 
tuating this  plan."  He  begged  pardon  if  he 
had  wearied  the  House  by  referring  to  so 
many  portions  of  the  evidence.    He  would 
only,  in  conclusion,  state  that  it  did  dis- 
tinctly appear  to  him,  that  the  freedom  of 
election  had  been  grossly  violated  in  the 
course  pursued  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Dublin-— that  both  he  and 
Mr.  Vigors  uniformly  contemplated  the 
application  of  the  funds  to  be  obtained 
from  Mr.  Raphael  to  illegal  purposes — 
that  the  mere  circumstance  of  Mr.  O'Con- 
neirs  not  having  a  personal  pecuniary  in- 
terest in  the  appropriation  of  the  money, 
did  not  affect  the  dry  question  of  whether 
the  privileges  of  that  House  had  been  in- 
fringed or  not — that  it  was  evident  from 
all  that  appeared  in  the  evidence,  that  Mr. 
Vigors  and  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Dublin  had  perseveringly  assailed  Mr. 
Raphael,    until  they   had    accomplished 
tiieir  common  object — that   it  was  true 
that  Mr.  O'Connell  was  not  the  origin  of 
the  communications  which  took  place  be- 
tween Mr.  Vigors  and  the  Carlow  Club : 
not  that  the  offence  in  the  sight  of  the 
House  could  be  the  less  because  several, 

initead  of  one  alone,  bad  conspiredy  by 


means  of  an  illegal  traffic  to  make  Mr. 
Raphael  the  Representative  of  the  county 
of  Carlow. 

Sir  Charles  Broke   Vere  said,  that,  in 
agreeing  to  the  Report,  he  felt  that  the 
great  principle  of  the  decision  to  which  the 
Committee  might  come  should  he  as  unani- 
moudy  expressed  as  possible,  and  provided 
no  dereliction  of  principle  was  the  conse- 
quence, he  felt  that  it  wassuffident  that  that 
principle  should  be  laid  down  even  in  the 
mildest  terms  possible.    This  was  his  opi- 
nion, because,  as  the  Committee  sat  in  a 
judicial    capacity,    he    did  not   wish  the 
public  to  suppose  that  any  party  bias  whatever 
had  influenced  them  in  the  conclusion  at 
which  they  had  arrived.     He  fully  exone- 
rated the  hon.  Member  for  Dublin  from 
any  pecuniary  imputation,  or  of  any  inten- 
tion to  apply  the  money  paid  by  Mr.  Ra- 
phael to  his  own  purposes.    The  Report  of 
the  Committee  was  divided  into  two  parts  ; 
the  first  was  contained  in  this  sentence— 
"  The  Committee  cannot  help  observing, 
that   the   whole   tone  and  tenor    of  this 
letter  was  calculated  to  excite  much  suspi- 
cion and  grave  animadversion."  The  second 
was^-^'  But  they  must  add,   that  upon  a 
very  careful  investigation^  it  appeared  that 
previous  conferences  and  communications 
had  taken  place  between  Mr.  Raphael,  Mr. 
Vigors,  and  other  persons  connected  with 
the    county  of    Carlow,    and    that    Mr. 
O'Connell  was  acting  on  this  occasion  at 
the  expressed  desire  of  Mr.  Raphael,  and 
was  only  the  medium  between  Mr.  Raphael 
and  Mr.  Vigors,  and  the  Political  Club  at 
Carlow."  Now,  the  first  part  of  the  Report 
expressed  the  opinion  of  the  Committee 
upon  the  character  of  the  transaction,  and 
upon  the  nature  of  the  contract  contained  in 
that  letter.    What  followed  simply  stated 
that  Mr.  O'Connell  did  not  appear  to  be 
the  originator  of  the  proposition.     It  must 
be  in  the  recollection  of  several  hon.  Mem- 
bers of  the  Committee  that  there  was  a 
discussion  as  to  the  mode  of  arranging  the 
terms  of  this  first  part  of  the  Report.     His 
feeling  was,  then,  that  no  more  moderate 
expressions  could  possibly  he  used,  because 
he  thought  suspicions  nrast  have  arisen  from 
the  singular  mode  and  manner  in  which 
the    letter    was    expressed.     The    House 
could  not  be    presumed  to  be  governed 
by  the  Report  of  the  Committee,  and  feeling 
that,  he  had  joined  in  the  Report  that  was 
made.    He  considered,  that  although,  as  a 
Member  of  the  Committee,  he  was  bound, 
as  far  as  he  could,  to  agree  with  the  Report, 

the  Members  of  it  were  free  in  that  House 
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wben  the  queBtion  came  before  the  House 
again.  This  was  a  question  which  had 
been  treated  by  many  Members  as  one  of 
no  importance  ;  but  he  considered  it  as  of 
the  first  importance  to  the  rights  of  the 
people  of  this  country.  He  used  the  term 
*'  people  **  advisedly,  because  it  was  but 
lately  that  they  had  assembled  in  that 
House  under  new  Acts  of  Parliament,  by 
which  the  rights  of  the  people  were 
said  to  be  much  mote  safely  guarded. 
How,  in  such  an  assembly  a  question  of 
this  description  — >  a  question  vitally 
a£^ting  the  freedom  of  election — could  be 
called  triiiins  and  unimportant  he  was 
totally  at  a  loss  to  conceive.  It  was  his 
intention,  in  the  first  instance  to  have  voted 
for  the  amendment  proposed  by  the  noble 
Lord,  but  he  confessed  after  what  the 
noble  Lord  (Lord  John  Russell)  said,  and 
upon  reflection  since,  seeing  the  manner  in 
which  hon.  Members  had  treated  the  ques- 
tion he  did  not  think  he  could  vote  for  his 
amendment.  The  noble  Lord  called  on 
the  House  to  vote  for  the  amendment,  be- 
cause, as  he  stated,  there  was  no  subject 
for  inquiry  before  the  House,  and  that  the 
motion  was  a  trumpery  matter.  The  noble 
Lord  admitted,  that  the  Committee  had 
censured  the  tone  of  the  letter,  but  still  he 
said  that  there  was  no  matter  for  inquiry 
for  the  House.  He  said  that  it  was  a 
trifling  case,  but  if  it  was  so  trifling,  why 
attempt  censure  at  all  ?  He  therefore 
found  he  could  not  vote  for  the  amendment 
of  the  noble  Lord. 

Mr.  Bannerman  thought  that  tht  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Bradford  wished, 
on  this  second  occasion,  to  place  the 
House  in  the  same  situation  as  that  in 
which  it  stood  on  the  night  in  which  be 
first  brought  forward  his  motion  for  in- 
quiry. But  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
had  not  brought  forward  one  tittle  of  ad- 
ditional information  to  induce  the  House 
to  adopt  the  course  which  he  now  sug- 
gested to  it.  He  merely  wished  to  inform 
the  House,  and  to  refresh  the  memory  of 
some  of  the  Gentlemen  who  sat  on  the  Com- 
mittee, as  to  what  took  place  on  the  first 
day  that  the  Committee  met.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Bridport  (Mr.  Warburton) 
proposed  that  a  specific  accasation  should 
be  brought  against  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Dublin;  and  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  who  acted  as  one  of 
the  nominees  (Sir  F.  Pollock)  was  asked 
whether  he  had  any  accusation  to  make. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  replied 
ia  the  negative*    After  that  dociaratioa 


on  the  part  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen* 
tleman  a  long  pause  took  place  in  the 
Committee,  and  the  Gentlemen  who  com- 
posed it  seemed  to  be  a  little  puzzled. 
Now,  as  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Bradford  previous  to  bringing  forward  his 
motion  for  the  appointment  of  the  Com- 
mittee, moved  that  the  sessional  order 
which  related  to  the  interference  of  Mem- 
bers of  that  House  in  any  acts  of  bribery 
and  corruption  at  elections  be  read  at  ihe 
Table,  he  (Mr.  Bannerman)  took  the 
liberty  when  the  Committee  appeared  to 
be  at  fault  to  read  to  them  that  same  ses- 
sional order,  and  to  state,  that  in  his  opin- 
ion the  Committee  would  stultify  itself 
if  it  went  back  to  the  House  and  asked 
for  instructions,  when  it  was  quite  dear 
that  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Bradford  accused,  or  stated  that  there 
was  an  accusation  against,  Mr.  O'Connell 
of  a  breach  of  the  privileges  of  the  House. 
After  reading  the  sessional  order  upon 
which  the  subsequent  motion  seemed  to 
be  grounded,  it  was  as  clear  as  the  sun  at 
noon  day  that  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  Dublin  was  accused  of  a  breach  of 
privilege.  The  Committee  accordingly 
went  into  the  inquiry,  and  afterwards  laid 
its  Report  on  the  Table  of  the  House. 
Now  if  it  had  been  considered  that  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Dublin  had 
(as  he  was  accused)  been  guilty  of  a  breach 
of  privilege,  there  could  be  no  doubt  that 
the  Committee,  constituted  as  it  was,  would 
have  so  reported.  Having  made  this  ob- 
servation, he  did  not  think  it  necessary  to 
say  one  word  more  upon  the  matter,  unless 
it  were  this — that  what  was  not  made  a 
party  matter  in  the  Committee  appeared 
likely  to  be  made  a  strong  party  matter  in 
that  House. 

Sir  John  Yarde  BuUer  did  not  intend 
to  trespass  for  more  than  a  very  few  mo- 
ments on  the  patience  of  the  House.  It 
was  well  known  to  many  of  those  whom 
he  was  addressing,  that  his  opinion  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Dublin  was 
not  likely  to  lead  him  to  screen  that  Gen-* 
tleman  if  he  thought  he  had  been  guilty  of 
any  misconduct  towards  the  House.  So 
strong,  indeed,  were  his  feelings  with  re** 
spect  to  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
that  he  almost  felt  he  might  have  said 
with  the  noble  Lord  (Stanley),  the  Member 
for  North  Lancashire,  thai  he  was  hardly 
a  fit  man  to  place  on  a  Committee  to  try 
any  part  of  that  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
mau'f  conducts  becaiM«  although  be  had 
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not  stated  it  in  that  House,  he  had  often 
stated  it  elsewhere,  that  be  thought  the 
hoD.  and  learned  Gentleman  followed  a 
line  of  policy  not  less  injurious  than  dan- 
gerous  to  the  empire  at  large.    He  hoped 
that  he  completely  dismissed  those  strong 
feelings,  as  well  as  all  party  views,  when 
he  entered  the  Committee ;  and  he  ven- 
tured to  say,  that  if  he  had  not  felt  satis- 
fied that  the  Report  at  which  they  ulti- 
mately arrived,  was  a  fair  and  just  one, 
he  should  have  had  spirit  enough  not  to 
have  concurred  in  it,  and  to  take  the  first 
direct  opportunity  of  stating  in  the  House 
his  dissent  from  it.    It  was  clear  as  to 
any  pecuniary  corruption  after  the  course 
of  this  debate,  that  it  was  unnecessary  for 
him  to  say  anything.     He  entirely  acquit- 
ted the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman^  as 
the  Committee  had  done,  of  all  taint  of  a 
pecuniary  nature.    The  Committee  cer. 
tainly  found  that  there  was  some  cause  of 
censure.     It  was  quite  clear,  that  the  hon. 
and   learned   Gentleman    had  most   in- 
cautiously suffered  himself  to  write  a  let- 
ter to  Mr.  Raphael,   which  subjected  him 
to   much  suspicion  and  animadversion ; 
how  far  it  might  be  a  breach  of  the  privi- 
leges of  that  House  he  would  not  pretend 
to  say,  but  he  entirely  concurred  in  what 
fell  from  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
South  Lancashire,  that  those  terms  em- 
braced a  wide    range,    and  though    he 
thought  his  hands  were  as  clean  as  those 
of  most  men  in  that  House,  yet,  as  King's 
evidence  might  be  found  on  almost  every 
possible  transaction  of  a  man's  political 
life,   he  was  not  quite  sure,  that  he  might 
not  himself  come  within  the  grasp  of  a  re- 
solution of  that   House,    if  the    power 
assumed  under  the  name  of  Parliamentary 
privilege  were  rigidly  enforced.     When 
ne  (Sir  J.  Y.  Buller)  concurred  in  the  Re- 
port of  the  Committee  (and  he  did  most 
cordially  concur  in  it),  he  felt  convinced 
that  there  was  nothing  in  the  evidence 
broQghtbefore  them  that  could  induce  the 
Committee  to  recommend  that  House  to 
take   any   further    proceedings    in    this 
matter.     He  was  still  of  that  opinion. 
He  had  not  heard  anything  in  the  course 
of  the  debate  which  would  lead  him  to 
recommend  to  the  House  to  proceed  fiirther, 
whether  by  punishing  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  by  those  means  which  the  House 
had  in  its  own  power  to  exercise,  or  by 
ftuthorising  the  Attomey-Oeneral  to  prcv- 
aecute  for  the  penalties.    It  was  his  inten. 
tioa  not  lo  vote  opoa  the  qaestioa  before 


the  House,  because,  as  one  of  the  Committee, 
he  felt  that  he  in  some  degree  stood  before 
the  House  as  an  accused  party.  For  the 
question  really  was,  whether  the  Committee 
had  discharged  to  the  utmost  that  duty 
which  had  been  imposed  upon  them.  If, 
for  one,  he  had  not  done  so,  he  could  at 
least  assure  the  House  that  he  had  en- 
deavoured to  do  it  to  the  utmost  of  his 
power ;  and  he  would  further  state,  that 
he  never  had  regretted  signing  the  Report 
now  before  the  House ;  nor  did  he  think 
that  any  one  could  impute  to  the  Committee, 
whose  Report  it  was,  any  conduct  but  what 
was  most  just  and  honourable. 

Sir  Eardley  Wilmot  also  felt,  as  one  of 
the  Committee,  that  he  was  on  this  occasion 
in  some  degree  upon  his  trial.  It  was  well 
known  that,  before  entering  upon  the  in- 
quiry, he  liad  said,  that  his  feelings  upon  the 
subject  were  hostile  to  Mr.  O'Connell,  be- 
cause, from  what  he  had  learned  upon  the 
subject,  he  felt  that  that  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  would  get  out  of  this  business 
with  very  great  difficulty.  But,  at  the 
same  time,  he  said,  that  he  never  would 
refuse  to  discbarge  any  public  duty,  and 
therefore  he  went  into  the  Committee ;  and 
he  did  so,  he  trusted,  divested  of  all  feelings 
upon  the  subject,  except  an  anxiety  to  do  hia 
duty  conscientiously  as  a  Judge,  and  give  his 
opinion  according  to  the  evidence  brought  be* 
fore  him.  In  the  course  of  the  evidence  ad- 
duced, he  soon  came  to  the  conclusion,  that  no 
Parliamentary  or  legal  accusation  could  be 
supported  against  Mr.  O'Connell.  But  if 
he  had  been  a  member  of  a  Court  of  Honour 
on  that  occasion,  and  the  question  had  been 
put  to  him,  whether  he  thought  the  hon, 
and  learned  Gentleman,  in  the  course  of  the 
transaction  with  Mr.  Raphael,  had  infringed 
upon  those  considerations  which,  as  a  Mem- 
ber of  that  House,  and  as  a  real  and  true 
reformer  and  lover  of  the  Constitution,  he 
ought  not  to  have  done,  he  (Sir  £.  Wilmot) 
undoubtedly  should  have  come  to  a  very 
different  conclusion.  But  he  conceived 
that  the  Committee  were  acting  as  judges 
to  consider  only  whether  any  Paniamentary 
or  legal  ofi*enoe  had  been  committed,  and, 
as  such,  he  had  conscientbusly  oome  to  a 
conclusion,  which,  so  far  from  having  been 
shaken  by  the  speeches  he  had  beard  from 
the  Opposition  side  of  the  House,  had,  in  a 
mat  measure,  been  confirmed  by  Uiem» 
He  perfectly  agreed  in  what  had  fallen 
from  the  hon.  Member  opposite  (Mr.  Ban- 
nerman).  That  hon.  Gentleman  called  the 
attention  of  Uie  Committee  to  the  Statute 
of  the  49th  of  George  3rd.    It  would  be 
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remembered  by  the  House,  that  that  Sta- 
tute was  read  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Bradford  when  this  matter 
was  first  brought  forward.  That  Statute 
was  considered  by  the  Committee,  and  he 
said  then,  as  he  would  say  now,  that  there 
was  no  lawyer  who,  divesting  himself  of  all 
personal  and  political  feelings,  would  not 
come  to  the  same  conclusion  as  the  Committee. 
Mr.  Harvey  said,  the  House  was  called 
upon,  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Bradford,  to  pronounce  a  sentence  which 
was  highly  penal  in  its  consequences.  It 
was  much  to  be  deplored,  that  the  speeches 
of  the  two  learned  Gentlemen  who  had 
addressed  the  House  that  night  (Sir  F. 
Pollock  and  Mr.  Law)  should  not  have 
been  delivered  in  the  presence  of  that  great 
body  of  persons  who  were  called  upon  to  decide 
as  Jurors.  It  was  somewhat  unusual,  not  a 
littleinconvenient,  and  he  thought  highly  un. 
just}  that  after  a  case  had  been  heard,  in  which 
several  parties  had  pleaded,  that  more  than 
one-half  of  the  Jury  should  crowd  into  the 
box  and  say — "Though  we  have  heard 
nothing  of  the  case,  here  we  are  to  pro- 
nounce a  verdict."  The  House  would 
zecollect,  that  when  this  subject  was  first 
brought  under  its  notice,  all  parties  concurred 
in  deprecating  the  entire  inadequacy  of  this 
great  tribunal  to  adjudicate  on  it,  and  this 
was  the  greatest  difficulty  that  presented 
itself  amidst  the  conflicting  feelings  which 
pervaded  that  House — a  House,  more  than 
any  other,  divided,  and  strongly,  upon 
political  subjects,  and  still  more  so  upon 
the  character  and  station  of  the  individual 
whose  conduct  was  under  consideration.  It 
was  admitted  by  all,  that,  if  it  were  prac- 
ticable, nothing  would  be  so  desirable  as  to 
select  twelve  Gentlemen,  who  should  be 
able  to  divest  their  minds  so  completely  of 
all  party  bias,  personal  prejudices,  and  par- 
tialities, as  to  be  competent  to  arrive  at  a 
conclusion  upon  the  evidence  to  be  sub- 
mitted to  them,  which,  when  embodied  in 
a  Report,  should  have  the  sanction  of  their 
zeputation,  and  thus  secure  the  approbation 
of  Parliament  and  of  the  country.  Now, 
in  what  shape  did  this  motion  come  ?  It 
was  a  twofold  issue.  First  of  all  it  im- 
peached the  verdict  of  that  Jury,  and  in- 
directly censured  a  body  of  men  whom  it 
would  be  impossible  to  surpass  for  high 
honour,  clear  intelligence,  and  strict  impar- 
tiality in  the  judgment  which  they  had  ar- 
rived at.  But,  as  it  regarded  the  hon.  and 
learned  individual  whose  conduct  was  under 
consideration,  what  was  the  shape  of  the 
piesent  motion  }   It  came  before  the  House 


like  an  application  to  a  Court  for  a  new 
trial;  but  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Bradford  did  not  propose  that  there 
should  be  a  new  trial ;  or  that  the  same 
Jury  should  be  called  upon  to  reconsider 
the  drcumstanoes  under  which  they  de« 
livered  their  verdict,  but  he  called  upon  the 
Court  itself  to  assume  the  functions  of  Jurors. 
The  conduct  which  the  late  Attorney-Gene* 
ral  (Sir  F.  Pollock)  had  pursued  on  this  occa- 
sion, was  difficult  to  be  reconciled  with  his 
professions  of  impartiality.  Whatever  im- 
partiality he  might  have  observed  in  his 
character  of  prosecutor  before  the  Com- 
mittee had  been  very  much  challenged  in 
the  course  of  this  debate ;  because  he  had 
complained  that  the  question  of  the  Baron- 
etcy had  not  been  examined  into  or  re- 
ported upon,  which  he  must  have  known 
was  entirely  owing  either  to  defective  judg« 
ment  or  defective  management  on  his  own 
part.  It  WAS  not  for  the  hon.  and  learned 
Sergeant  (Wilde)  to  frame  an  indictment 
against  his  own  client  j  and  yet  the  late 
Attorney-General  had  made  it  a  matter  of 
charge,  that  when  Mr.  O'Connell  was 
placed  in  the  witness's  chair,  the  learned 
Sergeant  did  not  examine  him  as  to  that 
miestion.  Why  did  not  the  late  Attorney- 
General  do  so,  instead  of  reserving  his  ani- 
madversions to  a  time  when  they  could 
neither  be  challenged  nor  answered  }  He 
could  not  but  admu%  the  extreme  delicacy 
of  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite.  It  was  not 
in  their  minds,  they  said,  to  aver,  that  Mr. 
O'Connell  had  violated  an  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment ;  but,  from  their  extreme  anxiety  to 
maintain  the  purity  of  the  Constitution, 
they  were  ready  to  affirm  an  abstract  pro- 
position. What  would  be  the  result  of  that 
affirmation  ?  What  were  the  terms  of  the 
sessional  order  which  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  (Mr.  Hardy) had  read?  "That 
if  it  shall  appear  that  any  person  hath 
been  elected  or  returned  a  Member  of 
this  House,  or  endeavoured  so  to  be,  by 
bribery  or  any  other  corrupt  practices,  this 
House  will  proceed  with  the  utmost  seve* 
rity  against  all  such  persons  as  shall  have 
been  wilfully  concerned  in  such  bribery  or 
other  corrupt  practices."  If,  then,  the  House 
should  affirm  the  proposition  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Memb^  for  Bradford,  that  Mr. 
O'Connell  had  violated  that  sessional  order^ 
was  he  not,  as  a  necessary  consequence,  to 
be  treated  with  the  utmost  severity  ?  He 
could  not,  therefore,  reconcile  the  extreme 
tenderness  professed  by  the  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite  towards  the  feelings  of  Mr.  O^Coq« 
nell,  while  on  the  one  hand  ihoy  decbfiii 
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that  it  WAS  v&ot  their  wish  to  infliet  upon 
him  legal  proceedings  by  which  he  would 
incur  the  penalty  of  1,000/.  and  yet  on  the 
other  they  were  ready  to  affirm  a  resolution, 
the  consequence  of  which  would  be  to  in- 
flict the    severest    penalties    upon     him. 
He  had  always  been  of  opinion  that  a  legis- 
lative assembly  ought  not  to  have  anything 
to  do  with  legal,  petty,  nisi  prius  techni- 
calities, which  were  generally  used  as  a 
sort  of  experiment  upon  the  mental  capacity 
of  mankind.     Now,  looking  at  the  letter 
written  by  Mr.  O'Connell  to  Mr.  Raphael^ 
which  had  formed  the  subject  of  so  much 
animadversion,    and  looking  also  at    the 
letter    addressed  by    Mr.    O'Connell    to 
Mr.  Vigors,  it  certainly  appeared  to  him, 
that  if  Mr.  Raphael  had  been  returned  for 
the  county  of  Carlow  without  any  oppo- 
sition, there  would  have  been  a  portion 
of  the  2,000/.  in  some  way  to  have  been 
disposed  of;  and  it  also  appeared  to  him 
that  that  portion  was  to  be  carried  to  the 
credit  of  the  friends  of  the  Liberal  Carlow 
Club.    Now  it  was  contended,  by  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  opposite,  that  a  dub, 
formed  for  such  purposes  as  the  Carlow 
Club  was,  and  havine  a  fund  to  be  so  ap- 
plied,   was   in  itself  highly    unconstitu- 
tional and  illegal;  and  he  (Mr.  Harvey) 
understood  the  late  Attorney-General  to 
say,  that  Mr.  0*Connell's  letter  to  Mr.  Ra- 
phael was  itself  a  corrupt  compact.     If  so, 
why  did  they  have  a  Committee  ?     The 
House  might  as  well  have  come  to  a  con- 
clusion upon  that  letter,  and  not  have  been 
troubled  with  going  into  any  evidence  at 
aU.     In  some  respects,    he  thought  Mr. 
O'Connell  had  to  regret  the  restricted  terms 
of  the  resolutions  proposed  by  the  noble 
Lord.    If,  on  the  one  hand,    some  hon. 
Gentlemen  thought  theCommittee  had  gone 
too  far   in  their  leniency   towards    Mr. 
O'Connell,  he,  on  the  other  hand,  was 
inclined  to  think  that  they  had  been  too 
sparing  in  their  terms  of  exculpation ;  and 
that  they  ought  to  have  gone  further,  and 
have  pronounced^  more  decided  verdict  of 
acquittal  than  they  had  done.     Because  he 
thought  it  impossible  to  read  the  resolu- 
tion of  the  Committee  and  not  perceive  in 
it  a  very  subtle  arrangement^  he  would  not 
say  of  party^  but  of  conflicting  feeling,  and 
that  it  was  an  expert  experiment  to  recon- 
cile men  of  difierent  sentiments  to  an  una- 
nimous result*      But,  so  far  from  being 
ready  to  impute  corrupt  practices  to  Mr. 
O'Connell,  he  thought  he  saw,  in  the  very 
conduct  ascribed  to  him  by  that  resolution, 
Itoniething  which  entitled  him  to  the  praise 


of  his  Qoantry.    Because,  what  was  the 
political  situation  of  the  county  of  Carlow  ? 
They  had  it  in  evidence  that  the  gentlemen 
of  Liberal  principles  connected  with  that 
county,  having  exhausted  their  means,  and 
being  no  longer  able  to  compete  with  those 
larger  fortunes  that  were  available  to  the 
Conservative  interest,  had  formed  them- 
selves into  a  club,  and  sought  the  assist, 
ance  of  Mr.  O'Connell,  which  they  had  a 
right  to  do,  in  order  to  counteract  that 
pernicious  and  destructive  influence  upon 
the  country  at  large  which  the  Tory  con- 
federacy   so    notoriously   exercised.      He 
would  put  a  case  by  way  of  illustration. 
The  House  would  remember  the  Queen- 
borough  case.     A  petition  was  presented  to 
the  House,  complaining  that  the  proprietor 
of  that  borough  exercised  such  acts  of  op- 
pression upon  the  burgesses  there,    that 
though  they  were  ready  to  vote  for  Mr. 
Capel,  yet  they  were  unable  to  do  so  in 
consequence  of  the  stem  exercise  of  author- 
ity over  them  as  his  tenants.   There  was  a 
subscription  made,  to  which  many  Members 
of  that  House  contributed,  for  the  purpose 
of  protecting  the  electors  of  Queenborough 
from  the  destructive  eflects  of  that  over- 
bearing power.    Then  take  the   case  of 
Hertford.    Was  it  not  a  notorious  fact— ^ 
did  it  not  come  out  before  a  Committee  of 
that  House,  that  iii  order  to  bring  the  elec- 
tors of  that   town    under    the  dominion 
of   a    neighbouring    oligarch,    a    scheme 
of  leasing  was    devised,  by  which  leases 
of  fourteen   days'  duration  were  granted 
with  a  penalty  of  50/.  if  the  tenants  did 
not  resign  possession  of  the  property  within 
fourteen  days'  notice  ?  There  could  be  no 
question  that  this  was  ft  contrivance  alto* 
gether  of  a  political  cast,  and  for  the  ex. 
press  purpose  of  bringing  the  electors  of 
that  town  under  the  dominion  of  a  neigh- 
bouring Peer,  from  which  it  was  impossible 
for  them  to  relieve  themselves,  unless  some 
constitutional  assistance  were  extended  and 
thrown  over  them.    Now  he  would  ask 
whether  there  was  any  man  who  would 
say,  if  there  were  a  Hertford  O'Connell— • 
if  there  were  a  Carlow  Club  in  Hertford, 
to  which  candidates  for  representing  that 
borough  were  invited  to  subscribe,  in  order 
to  aflbrd  protection  to  those  tenants  against 
this  oppression — that  that   would  be   an 
illegal  and  unconstitutional  act.^  Hon.  Mem- 
bers on  the  opposite  side  of  the  House  had 
admitted  that  Mr.    O'Connell   had    not 
violated  the  49th  George  Sd,  if  not,  of 
what  was  he  guilty  ?  The  Recorder  of 
London  had  stated  at  length  the  penal- 
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enactments  of  tliat  Act^  but  lie  had  not  read 
its  qualifying  provisions.  There  was  an 
express  proyision  to  the  effect  that  nothing 
in  that  Act  should  extend  to  or  affect  any 
person  for  money  paid  for  legal  expenses. 
Well,  what  said  the  Committee  ?  They 
stated  that  the  money  which  came  to  Mr. 
0'Connell*s  hands  had  been  expended 
under  the  immediate  direction  of  Mr.  Vigors 
and  others  connected  with  the  county  of 
Carlo w  on  what  might  be  called  legal 
expenses^  or  so  far  unavoidable  that  the 
Committee  saw  no  reason  to  question  their 
legality.  It  was  utterly  impossible  for  the 
House  to  affirm  the  two  propositions  sub- 
mitted to  them  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Bradford.  In  what  did  the 
violation  of  the  Act  of  49th  of  George 
Std  consist  ?  Was  it  in  the  bare  writing 
of  the  letter^  or  in  the  expenditure  of  the 
money?  If  in  the  expenditure  of  the 
money>  then^  the  House  was  called  upon  to 
discredit  the  Report  of  its  own  Committee. 
As  far  as  Mr.  O'Connell  was  concerned,  it 
must  be  a  matter  of  indifierence  to  him 
what  was  the  decision  of  the  House  on  this 
matter,  because  no  opinion  at  which  they 
might  arrive,  where  half  the  Members 
were  on  one  side  of  the  question  and  half 
on  the  other,  could  carry  with  it  half  so 
much  weight  as  that  of  the  unanimous 
opinion  of  a  Committee  composed  of  those 
Gentlemen  to  whom  he  had  already  alluded. 
Would  the  House,  then,  adopt  a  resolution 
which  impeached  the  decision  of  that  Com. 
mittee  ?  In  short,  were  they  disposed  to 
establish  a  despotism  by  deciding  in  a  case 
from  which  all  evidence  was  excluded,  and  in 
which  they  were  invited  to  arrive  at  a 
conclusion  unfavourable  to  the  party  accused 
without  recogpsising  even  the  decent  forms 
of  justice  ?  In  such  a  course  he  felt  assured 
the  House  would  not  concur. 

Mr.  Williams  Wynn  had  heard  with  sur- 
prise that  the  Committee  was  on  its  trial, 
and  that  the  House  was  precluded  from 
exercising  its  judgment  on  the  evidence 
that  Committee  bad  brought  up.  He  was 
surprised  to  hear  the  assertion  that  it  had 
been  intended  to  commit  the  whole  case 
to  that  Committee  as  to  a  jury,  whose 
opinion  was  to  be  conclusive,  and  who 
were  to  apply  the  law  of  the  case  to  the 
facta  and  pronounce  authoritatively  there- 
upon. He  most  distinctly  denied  that 
the  House  was  precluded,  by  the  terms  of 
the  appointment  of  that  Committee,  from 
examining  into  the  facts  adduced  in  evi- 
dence before  it ;  and  nothing  was  more 
common  than  that  the  House  should  dis- 


agree with  the  Report  of  their  Cdmmittees, 
even  where  they  were  unanimous,  and  ap- 
pointed for  the  purpose  of  arriving  at  a 
final  determination.  But  this  Committee 
was  not  so  appointed,  and  on  this  point 
he  would  appeal  to  the  noble  Lord  oppo- 
site, who  would  doubtless  recollect  that  he 
(Mr.  Wynn)  proposed  that  the  Committee 
should  be  appointed  to  take  the  evidence 
only,  for,  as  the  House  would  have  ulti- 
mately to  decide,  nothing  could  be  so  un- 
satisfactory as  to  be  only  half-furnished 
with  materials  in  the  shape  of  the  opinions 
of  the  Committee.  He  (Mr.  Williams 
Wynn)  then  stated  to  the  noble  Lord,  that 
if  they  were  to  be  guided  by  precedents 
they  had  only  two  courses  to  follow — 
either  to  examine  witnesses  at  the  bar  of 
the  House  or  in  a  Committee  of  .privileges ; 
but  he  thought  that  both  these  forms 
(from  what  he  had  seen  of  late  years) 
would  prove  inconvenient,  and  that  it 
would  be  better  to  appoint  a  Committee 
to  inquire  into  all  the  circumstances  and 
take  the  evidence,  whereon  the  House 
might  subsequently  decide  according  to 
the  nature  of  the  case.  He,  therefore, 
felt  himself  at  full  liberty  to  exercise  his 
judgment  on  this  Report  of  the  Committee^ 
and  would  state  it  to  the  House  with  all 
humility.  The  Committee  had,  in  short, 
been  appointed  to  inquire  into  the  facts  of 
the  alleged  agreement —*  whether  the 
money  had  been  received,  and  how  it  had 
been  expended— but  not  to  consider  or 
Report  on  the  point  of  the  violation  of  the 
privileges  of  the  House.  Without  going 
mto  the  Report  at  length,  he  should  merely 
say  that  he  concurred  in  all  the  material 
facts  stated  by  them — that  there  were  no 
grounds  for  attaching  to  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Dublin  the  imputation 
of  any  pecuniary  oharge  whatever,  and 
that  he  was  acting  as  the  medium  between 
the  Liberal  Club  of  Carlow  (represented 
by  Mr.  Vigors)  and  Mr.  Raphael — at  the 
express  desire  of  the  latter.  He  was  in 
fact  an  agent  (for  the  word  "  medium  " 
was  of  very  doubtful  signification)  between 
the  Liberal  Club  on  the  one  hand  and 
Mr.  Raphael  on  the  other.  But  when  tba 
nature  of  this  agency  was  looked  at  a  little 
closer,  it  appeared  that  it  was  of  a  very 
singular  aspect.  It  appeared  that  he  had 
given  a  voluntary  assurance  to  Mr.  Raphael 
on  the  one  hand  that  he  would  save  htm 
harmless,  beyond  (he  stipulated  expendi- 
ture ;  and  to  the  Liberal  Club  that  if  onewas 
returned  Mr.  Raphael  should  be  the  Mem- 
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ber.  Ilila  species  of  active  agency  indi- 
cated that  he  was  something^  mere  than  a 
**  medium/'  that  he  was  a  principal  in  the 
transaction.  The  most  important  part  of 
the  question  seemed  to  him  to  arise  out  of 
that  part  of  the  agreement  that  Mr. 
Raphael  should  not  pay  more  than  his 
legal  expenses,  and  the  House  ought  to 
determine  one  way  or  other  in  respect  to 
the  considerations  involfed  in  that  under- 
Btanding.  He  thought  that  the  Oxford 
case,  alluded  to  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Huntingdon  (Sir  F.  Pollock), 
was  very  much  in  point,  and  precisely 
similar  to  the  Carlow  one  touching  this 
portion  of  the  transaction.  It  would 
scarcely,  he  thought,  be  contended  that 
Mr.  Raphael  was  legally  under  any  en- 
gagement to  pay  the  debts  of  the  unseated 
Member^-or  that  it  was  a  fair  legal  ar- 
rangement to  appropriate  any  portion  of 
his  contingent  1 ,000/.  to  pay  the  expenses 
of  the  defence  against  the  previous  petition. 
That  was  precisely  the  point  of  the  Oxford 
case,  and  it  was  clear  that  to  call  on  any 
Member  to  pay  a  certain  sum  on  his  nomi- 
nation must  be  considered  a  violation  of 
the  rules  of  the  House.  If  the  House 
wished  to  prevent  such  practices  in  future 
they  must  now  record  their  decision,  that 
the  present  was  a  violation  of  their  rules. 
He  did  not  feel,  that  they  were  called  on 
to  deliver  an  opinion  on  the  state  of  the 
law  of  the  case,vand  the  bearing  of  the 
Act  of  the  49th  Geo.  3rd.  The  Speaker's 
predecessor.  Lord  Colchester,  had  simply 
insisted,  on  an  occasion  where  it  was  ne- 
cessary to  express  the  sense  of  the  House 
on  such  an  occurrence,  that  the  declaration 
should  promulgate  the  illegality  of  the 
acts  in  question,  and  that  the  decision  of 
the  House  should  be  founded  on  and  recog- 
nize the  violation  of  the  principles  of  law, 
and  thereby  add  an  additional  efficacy  to 
the  force  of  the  law  already  established. 
In  conclusion,  it  appeared  to  him  that  if 
the  House  recognized  and  adopted  the 
principle  contained  in  the  resolution 
before  them  they  should,  in  consistency, 
follow  it  up  by  another  to  this  effects— that 
if  any  candidate  should  pay,  or  engage  to 
pay,  any  sum  of  money  for  his  election 
beyond  his  legal  expenses  he  would  be 
committing  a  gross  breach  of  the  privileges 
of  that  House,  and  would  likewise  subject 
himself  to  the  further  punishment  pro- 
vided by  the  statutes  expressly  framed  in 
reference  to  such  a  breach  of  the  law  of 
election. 


Mr.  Qrote  said,  it  was  a  v6ry  remark- 
able circumstance  that  every  dfentleman 
who  had  spoken  on  the  opposite  side  of 
the  House  in  favour  of  the  motion  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Bradford 
had,  while  he  expressed  himself  favour- 
able to  the  original  motion,  stated  his  de- 
termination to  vote  for  the  previous  ques- 
tion. It  appeared  to  him  that  every  charge 
which  had  been  excluded  from  the  con- 
sideration of  the  Committee,  was  equally 
excluded  from  the  consideration  of  the 
House.  It  was  somewhat  remarkable  that 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  who  were  now 
so  anxious  to  preserve  the  purity  of  elec- 
tion, had  taken  a  very  different  course 
last  year,  when  the  York  and  Great  Yar- 
mouth cases  were  under  discussion.  The 
House  contented  itself  on  that  occasion 
with  pronouncing  a  slight  censure  on  the 
parties  implicated.  But,  if  the  hon.  Mem- 
bers on  that  (the  Ministerial)  side  of  the 
House,  after  this  decision  had  been  arrived 
at,  had  insisted  on  dragging  those  men  up 
again  for  the  purpose  of  reconsidering  the 
determination  under  which  they  had  been 
acquitted,  would  it  not  have  been  de- 
nounced as  an  act  of  the  grossest  par- 
tiality, which  could  only  have  emanated 
from  a  low  spiteful  feeling  of  political  hos- 
tility. Hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  had 
argued  at  some  length,  that  it  was  com- 
patent  to  the  House  to  revise  the  decision 
of  the  Committee.  He  fully  admitted 
that  they  had  the  power,  but  the  question 
was,  whether  it  was  seemly,  whether  it 
was  convenient,  or  whether  it  would  con- 
duce to  the  ends  of  justice,  to  exercise  it 
in  the  present  case.  He  would  contend 
that,  even  if  the  majority  of  the  House 
were,  as  he  did  not  suppose  they  would, 
to  sanction  the  resolutions  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Bradford,  that  ma- 
jority would  be  much  more  likely  to  be 
accused  of  having  manifested  political 
hostility  than  Mr.  O'Connell  would  be  to 
be  supposed  guilty  of  the  offences  imputed 
to  him.  No  Member  of  the  Committee 
had  been  found  to  rise  and  move  before 
that  Committee,  that  Mr.  O'Connell  had 
been  guilty  of  ^an  infringement  of  the  pri- 
vileges of  the  House;  and  say  what  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  would,  if  the  House 
were  now  to  declare  that  he  was  guilty  of 
an  infringement  of  its  privileges,  its  deci- 
sion would,  beyond  all  doubt,  go  to  con- 
vict the  Committee  of  the  grossest  in- 
capacityk  With  respect  to  the  disburse- 
ment of  money  to  the  distressed  tenants, 
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was  entUled  to  tbe  full  benefit  of  that 
acquittal.     On  these  reasons  he  was  not 
inclined  to  support  the  retrospective  part 
of  the   motion  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Bradford.     He  roip^ht  then  be 
asked  why  did  he  intend  to  vote  for  the 
motion  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Bradford?     He  had  been  anxious  to 
vote  for  the  previous  question,  as  it  was  a 
mode    well    known    to    Parliament  —  a 
mode  by  which  the  House  said  it  was  not 
desirous  of  coming  to  a  distinct  vote  on 
any  question  submitted  to   it.     But  the 
noble  Lord,  the  head  of  the  Government 
in  that  House,  was  not  satisfied  with  this. 
His  noble  Friend  called  upon  tbe  House 
to  give  a  specific  judgment — he  would  not 
let  the  matter  rest  on  the  Report  of  the 
Committee,  but  he  would  call  upon  the 
House  to  agree  and  confirm  certain  Reso- 
lutions which  were  founded  on  the  sub- 
stance of  the  Report.    When,  therefore, 
he   was  called  upon  to  give  a  specific 
judgment  on  the  case,  he  was  bound  to 
do    80.     He    was   willing   to    give  Mr. 
O'Connell  the  full  benefit  of  the  acquittal, 
but,  at  the  same  time,  being  anxious  to  up- 
hold  tbe  freedom  of  election,  and  the 
purity  of  Patliament,  he  was  bound,  before 
ne  gave  a  definite  decision  in  the  case,  to 
look  to  all  the  circumstances  of  it.     He 
had  no  quarrel  with  the  Committee,  be- 
cause they  kept  within  the  terms  of  their 
instructions,  and  had  confined  themselves 
to  the  investigation  of  the  transactions  be- 
tween Mr.  O'Connell  and  Mr.  Raphael. 
The  words  of  the  instructions  were,  "  ap- 
pointed to  inquire  into  the  circumstances 
of  the  traffic  and  agreement  alleged  to 
have  taken  place  between  Daniel  O'Con- 
oell  and  Alexander  Raphael,  Esquires, 
touching  the  nomination  and  election  of 
the  said  Alexander  Raphael,  as  one  of 
the    Representatives   in    Parliament    for 
the  county  of  Carlow,  at  the  last  election 
for[that  county,  and  the  applications  of  the 
monies  said  to  have  been  received,  and 
the  circumstances  under  which  the  same 
were  received  and  expended."     So  far 
from  quarrelling    with  what    the  Com- 
mittee had  done,  he  had  no  hesitation  in 
saying,  that  he  read  the  instructions  for 
their  proceeding  in  the  sense  in  which  he 
believed  they  had  read  them.    They  ac- 
quitted Mr.  O'Connell  of  any  pecuniary 
corruption,    and    they    found    that    the 
money  had  been  expended  on  objects,  the 
legality  of  which  they  saw  no  reason  to 
question.    The  evidence  taken  before  the 
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Committee  abounded  with  proof  which 
bore  out  the  statement  made  by  a 
noble  Friend  of  his,  that  if  the  money 
had  not  been  expended  in  an  unexpected 
manner,  if  it  had  not  been  required  for 
the  purpose  of  defraying  a  portion  of  the 
expenses  attending  the  election  peti- 
tion, a  decided  breach  of  privilege  and  a 
gross  infraction  of  the  law  of  Parliament 
would  have  been  committed.  The  hon. 
Member  for  London  had  made  some  obser- 
vations on  this  point,  which  he  heard  with 
surprise.  He  entertained  tbe  highest 
respect  for  that  hon.  Gentleman,  and  was 
surprised  to  hear  language  from  him  which 
seemed  to  imply,  that  because  the  money 
happened  to  have  been  expended  legally^ 
there  was  nothing  now  to  consider.  He 
was  also  surprised  at  the  language  of 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  New- 
ark, and,  above  all,  at  that  of  his  noble 
Friend,  the  Secretary  for  the  Home  De- 
partment, both  of  whom  characterised 
this  question  as  of  too  trumpery  a  nature 
to  engage  the  deliberations  of  the  House. 
If  th^  money  had  been  spent  as  contem- 
plated when  the  bargain  was  made,  when 
the  expenditure  was  not  to  be  more  at  the 
election  than  Mr.  Vigors  believed  neces- 
sary, would  that  contemplated  payment 
have  beeti  legal  or  not,  within  the  rules 
of  the  privileges  of  Parliament?  The 
learned  Sergeant  said  the  transaction 
must  have  been  pure,  in  consequence  of 
the  publicity  of  it,  for  if  it  had  not  been 
it  would  have  been  instantly  exposed; 
but  his  answer  was,  that  the  transaction 
was  to  have  been  of  a  most  private  na- 
ture, and  he  would  ask  whether  anything 
in  the  whole  case  was  so  wonderful  as  the 
exposure  of  it.  It  was  a  gross  breach  of 
confidence  which  brought  to  light  a  trans- 
action which  was  never  intended  to  be 
made  public.  The  learned  Sergeant,  as 
well  as  the  hon.  Member  for  London, 
asked  where  was  the  corruption  in 
this  case?  He  (Sir  James  Graham) 
replied,  in  the  sale  of  the  representation 
of  an  Irish  county.  This  had  been 
clearly  and  unanswerably  proved  in  all 
parts  of  the  evidence.  In  point  of  fact^ 
the  county  of  Carlow  had  been  hawked 
about  as  a  damaged  article.  Mr.  Vigors, 
in  the  first  instance,  said  that  no  person 
would  give  1,000/.  for  the  representation 
of  it.  Mr.  Latouche  was  in  the  first 
place  applied  to,  but  he  would  not  have 
anything  to  do  with  it,  Mr.  Wallace,  who 
was  then  called  upon,  would  not  look  at  it. 
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petition  ihat  unseated  Messrs,  Bruen  and 
Kavanagh  in  May?— Yes.  That  the  second 
1,000/.,  if  not  wanted  for  the  petition  that 
followed,  was  to  go  to  the  fund  of  the  Carlow 
Liiberal  Club?^£xactly.  I  would  observe, 
that  the  words,  ^  if  not  wanted  for  the  petition,' 
should  be  omitted,  for  it  was  to  go  ooder  any 
curcun^stances,  in  the  case  of  his  being  returned, 
to  that  fund." 

This  was  a  part  of  the  case  la  which  it 
appeared  that  Mr.  0*GonneIl  had  exceeded 
his  instructions.  Mr.  Vigors  stated,  thai 
he  told  him  that  the  sum  in  question  was 
to  defray  the  expenses  of  the  nomination 
and  the  return,  but  not  for  the  petition. 
Mr.  0*Connell,  however,  stipulated  with 
Mr.  Raphael  that  the  2,000/.  should  also 
include  the  expenses  of  the  petition.  On 
this  point,  there  was  some  curious  evidence 
of  Mr.  Fitzgerald.     He  was  asked — 

•  *^  Ultimately  you  are  aware,  that  there  being 
a  petition,  the  1,000/.,  instead  of  being  applied 
to  the  purposes  of  the  county,  was  appUed,  or 
supposed  to  be,  to  the  expenses  of  the  f>etition  ? 
— Yes.  And  contrary  to  the  advice  of  the 
members  ofthe  Committee  then  in  London^Mr. 
Vigors  allowed  it  to  be  so  disposed  of." 

Mr.  Vigors  might  have  acted  as  ao 
^gent  in  the  proceedings  of  this  county 
club,  but  he  was  by  no  means  so  well  sa- 
tisfied of  that  as  he  was  that  Mr.  O'Connell 
was  to  be  regarded  in  that  capacity.  It 
appeared  also  that  not  only  the  Com- 
mittee disapproved  of  this  money  being  so 
expended,  but  also  Mr.  Vigors.  They 
were  told  tlien  that  the  surplus  was  to  be 
applied  to  one  of  two  purposes ;  either  for 
the  payment  of  the  general  purposes  of  the 
elections  in  that  county,  at  the  option  of 
the  Carlow  Liberal  Committee,  or  to  any 
political  or  other  purpose.  Here  was  a 
bargain  and  contract  for  money  for  votes 
and  influence,  antl  it  was  a  corrupt  bar- 
pin.  The  surplus,  also,  was  stated  to  be 
mtended  for  the  protection  of  the  Carlow 
freeholders.  He  could  not  help  regarding 
this  as  a  most  monstrous  proposition  to 
be  publicly  and  undisguised ly  stated.  It 
was  a  proposition  which  he  should  never 
haveeipected  would  have  been  brought  for- 
ward in  a  Reformed  Parliament,  ostensibly 
jealous  of  the  freedom  of  election.  The 
learned  Sergeant  and  the  hon.  Member  for 
the  City  of  London  both  said,  that  it  was 
quite  right  on  the  part  of  the  Carlow  Club 
to  say  to  these  men,  "  We  will  take  care, 
if  you  vote  as  we  wish,  that  you  shall  not 
be  hurt."  This  was  the  old  language  that 
.was  formerly  used  to  corrupt  the  boroughs 
ia  fcMules  A  and  B.  of  the  Reform  Act 


It  was  the  old  slang  language  that  was 
used  and  well  understood  in  the  rotten 
boroughs  before  the  Reform  Bill.    The 
corruption ists  used  then  to  say  to  indivi- 
dual voters,   vote  for  us,  and  we  will  pro- 
tect you  from  any  injury  to  which  you 
may  be  exposed.   The  mode  of  procedure, 
however,  was  much  better  managed  now 
by  a  Liberal  Club,  when  a  plan  was  laid 
down,  by  which  electors  could  be  bought 
and  transferred  wholesale.  He  appealed  to 
his  right  hon.  Friend,  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Control,  as  to  the  mode  in  which 
a  plan  of  this  kind  would  operate  in  a 
large  constituency  like  that   of   West- 
minster.    Supposing  that  a  canvass  was 
going  on  in  that  city  among  the  small 
shopkeepers  for  a  Conservative  candidate. 
Some    gentlemen    connected  with    that 
party  might  go  into  the  shop  of  a  small 
trader,  and  ask  him  to  vote,  the  latter 
might  reply,  that  the  cause  they  called 
upon  him  to  support  was  not  popular; 
and  although  he  had  no  objection  to  do' 
so,  he  could  not  afford  it,  as  many  of  his 
customers,  in  consequence,  might  cease  to 
deal    with  him.      Now,  supposing   that 
these  gentlemen  formed  themselves  into 
a  club,  say  the  Carlton  Club,  and  were 
in  the  possession  of  large  funds.      He 
put  it    to  the  House  whether   he  had 
not  argued  the  question  fairly,  and  to 
prevent  the  appearance  of  anything  like 
invidiousness,  he   had  supposed  a  case 
affecting  his  own  side  of  the  House.    The 
small  shopkeeper  might  say,  that  he  was 
afraid  to  support  the  Conservative  cause ; 
but  the  members  of  the  club  might  use 
this  language,    which,  according  to  the 
doctrine  of  the  learned  Sergeant,  would 
only  be  protecting  the  purity  of  election, 
"  We  have  large  funds  at  our  disposal, 
and  we  will  take  care  that  you  shall  not 
be  ruined  by  your  vote.    We  are  powerful 
and  rich ;   you  have  no  cause  for  appre- 
hension, and  we  will  take  care  of  you  after 
the  election.**    Would  not  this  be  an  in- 
telligible bargain,  and  it  was  nothing  more 
nor  less  than  opening  a  pay  list  for  voters. 
He  might  go  to  a  thousand  other  cases  of 
the  same  kind,  which  would  equally  bear 
out  his  argument.    To  take  another  in- 
stance —  supposing    manufacturers    dis- 
charged their  workmen,  and  protection 
was  given  in  this  way,  it  might  lead  to  the 
sale  and  the  corruption  of  whole  bodies  of 
men.  If  the  House  of  Commons  allowed 
these  proceedings  to  be  passed  over,  the 
general  adoption  of  this  pernicious  exam- 
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pie  was  iDevitable.  He  was  prepared  to 
Tote  for  the  previous  question,  but  enter- 
taining the  feelings  and  opinions  which  he 
did,  he  should  have  been  guilty  of  a  base 
dereliction  of  bis  duty,  if  he  had  not 
openly  expressed  them.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  London  had  said,  that  the  consti- 
tuency should  vote  sine  spe,  sine  periculo, 
et  sine  timore.  This  system  might  do  for 
Utopia,  but  it  would  never  answer  in  a 
wealthy  country  like  this,  where  there  was 
such  a  demand  for  seats  in  Parliament,  and 
where  he  feared  it  might  be  said,  **  Omnia 
RomcB  venalia  sunt.'*  The  learned 
Sergeant,  however,  stated  that  he  thought 
that  there  might  be  a  remedy  for 
this.  He  stated,  that  if  he  could  make  up 
his  mind  for  the  ballot,  he  would  have  it 
io  such  cases.  [Cheers.]  Hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  cheered,  but  he  would  ask,  did 
they  intend  to  adopt  the  language  of  the 
learned  Sergeant  ?  Were  they  prepared 
Xo  say  that  they  would  give  a  conditional 
vote  for  the  ballot?  The  learned  Sergeant 
said,  that  he  would  vote  for  the  ballot,  if 
funds  were  not  forthcoming  in  such  cases 
sufficient  to  protect  the  voters.  The 
learned  Sergeant  was  willing  to  vote  for 
the  ballot,  if  they  had  not  funds  to  protect 
the  Liberal  voters :  that  is  to  say,  he  would 
vote  for  the  ballot,  if  he  had  not  means 
of  aflTording  au  ample  supply  of  funds 
for  the  support  of  Liberal  candidates,  and 
for  the  corruption  of  needy  voters.  This, 
then,  was  the  condition  on  which  depended 
the  learned  Sergeant's  supporting  vote  by 
ballot.  He  would,  however,  rather  have 
the  ballot  than  such  an  arrangement.  The 
first  question  had  reference  to  the  per- 
sonal character  of  Mr.  O'Connell,  and 
rather  than  put  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  on  his  trial  a  second  time,  he 
would  abstain  from  voting.  To  leave  that 
subject,  however,  and  come  to  that  which 
was  immediately  before  the  Committee, 
the  first  part  of  the  charge  was  of  a  per- 
sonal nature  afiecting  Mr.  O'Connell,  of 
which  he  had  said,  the  Committee  had 
acquitted  the  hon.  and  learned  Member. 
But  then  there  was  another  question. 
The  Committee,  no  doubt,  had  dealt  with 
the  general  question,  but  he  could  not 
help  feeling,  that  they  had,  on  this  part  of 
the  subject,  stopped  short  in  their  inquiry, 
for  they  did  not  attempt  to  deal  with 
the  question  as  to  what  had  been  in- 
tended to  be  the  appropriation  of  the 
contingent  surplus.  The  learned  Ser- 
geant who  spoke  last   night,  and  who, 


he  hoped,    was  present,  said,    that  he 
did  not  forget,  in  acting  as  a  nooiiiiee, 
that  he  was  pleading  the  cause  of  tmtlu 
He  prided  himself  on  his  g^reat   foirnes 
when  he  said  this,  and  observed,  that  die 
Legislature  ought  not  to  forget  that  the 
paramount  consideration  for  thena  was  the 
mvestigation  of  the  truth.  The  learned  Ser- 
geant stated,  that  the  main  object  he  bad 
in  view  was  to  seek  out  and  expose  tfae 
whole  transaction.  But  had  not  the  learned 
Sergeant  acted  with  a  little  iVm  Priat 
dexterity.    He  put,  he  said,  Mr.  O'Connell 
into  the  box   to  be  examined  ;     bat  he 
added,  that  it  was  for  the  purpose  of  lay- 
ing a  trap  which  he  might  see  whether 
any  hon.  Gentleman  would  fall  into,  by 
putting  questions  to  Mr.  O'Connell.  This, 
then,  was  the  fair  mode  of  seeking  oot 
the  truth  pursued  by  the  learned  Sergeant 
The  trap  related  wholly,  he  understood, 
to  the  offer  of  a  Baronetcy,  and  certainly 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Dublin 
was  entitled  to  demand  that  the  Govern- 
ment should  make  a  full  and  complete 
statement  on  the  subject.  From  what  took 
place  last  night,  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Dublin  bad  aright  to  complain 
of  the  conduct  of  his  Majesty^s  Govern- 
ment.   According  to  what  the  noble  Lord 
(Lord  John  Russell)  said  last  night,  he 
thought  that  the  House  was  justiBed  in 
supposing  that  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman had  applied  to  Government  for  a 
Baronetcy,  and    had    been  refused,    in 
which  case  he  offered  to  Mr.  Raphael  that 
which  he  knew  he  could  not  give.   At  any 
rate,   he  considered  that  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  was  entitled  to  demand 
from  his  Majesty's  Government  a  full  and 
frank  explanation  of  the  case.    His  noble 
Friend  said,  that  the  "hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman,  either  from  vanity  or  levity, 
had  made  a  solemn  promise  of  a  Baronetcy, 
to  influence  Mr.  Raphael's  decision  at  a 
critical  moment.     Surely  this  was  a  grave 
imputation  on  the  fair  dealing  of  the  boo. 
and  learned  Member.  The  hon.  Member  for 
the  City  of  London  had  alluded  to  the  pro- 
ceedings that  took  place  for  Breach  of 
Privilege  at  the  end  of  last  Session.    He 
regretted  the  steps  then  taken,  because  He 
thought  that  the  House  appeared  to  wish 
to  send  gentlemen  of  the  greatest  respect- 
ability to  Newgate  in  great  numbers,  and 
with  unnecessary  harshness;  and,  above 
all,  he  objected  to  the  course  taken  in 
sending  a  most  respectable  solicitor  down 
to  Norwich  to  attend  the  Assizes,  in  the 
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custody  of  a  common  jailor.  Re  was  not 
prepared,  in  this  case,  to  ask  for  a^thing 
that  would  have  the  necessary  efiect  of 
leading  to  the  infliction  of  punishment ; 
but  he  thought  the  House  should  agree  to 
a  prospective  resolution,  which  might  ope* 
rate  as  a  warning,  and  a  future  example 
to  others*  He  would  only  add,  if  the  House 
had  a  regard  for  its  character,  it  should 
not  continue  to  punish  little  retail  offenders 
in  bribery,  while  it  let  those  escape  who 
were  wholesale  dealers  in  corruption. 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  ob> 
served,  that  the  last  sentence  of  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  bore  a  singular  contrast  to 
the  course  which  he  had  suggested  at  the 
earlier  part  of  his  speech.  If,  as  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  had  stated,  this  was  a  whole- 
sale case  of  bribery  and  corruption,  if  it 
were  a  mass  of  iniquity,  how  could  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  reconcile  that  with  his 
declared  determination  to  give  the  inquiry 
the  go-by  by  means  of  the  previous  ques- 
tion. This  fallacy  pervaded  the  whole  of 
the  speech  of  his  right  hon.  Friend,  and  it 
broke  out  to  such  a  portentous  extent,  as 
to  take  away  the  whole  force  which  his 
argument  might  otherwise  have.  His  right 
hon.  Friend  said,  that  he  would  be  dis- 
posed to  pass  to  the  previous  question  if 
his  noble  Friend  had  not  proposed  an 
amendment ;  but  what  would  have  been 
the  practical  inference  from  adopting  that 
.  course?  Why,  that  the  House  of  Com- 
mons wished  to  get  rid  of  a  subject  as 
unimportant,  which  they  had  referred  to 
the  judgment  of  a  Select  Committee,  which 
had  reported  on  it,  and  which  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  represented  as  a  case  of  great 
Importance*  Would  not  such  a  course 
be  a  censure  on  the  body  to  whom  the 
House  had  delegated  the  inquiry  ?  Would 
it  not  compromise  the  honour,  the  integrity, 
and  the  principle,  of  the  House  itself? 
This,  they  were  called  upon  to  do,  to  suit 
the  convenience  of  Gentlemen  opposite — 
they  were  called  upon  to  withhold  their 
opinion  on  a  subject  which  had  been 
already  inquired  into  and  decided  upon  by 
a  Committee  of  the  House,  composed  of 
men  whose  integrity,  intelligence,  and 
honour,  did  not  for  a  moment  admit  of  the 
slightest  doubt.  The  resolution  of  the 
Member  for  Bradford  certainly  reflected 
on  the  decision  of  that  Committee.  To 
show  that  they  were  so  considered,  he 
would  refer  to  that  able  speech,  the 
best  yet  pronounced  on  this  subject,  the 
most  conyincing*«-tbe  addrew  of  the  hon* 


Baronet  who  spoke  from  the  second  bench, 
the  Member  for    Devonshire^    who  was 
himself  a  Member  of  the  Committee.  That 
hon.  Gentleman  said,  "  We  are  on  our 
trial.     His  hon.  Friend,  the  Member  for 
Warwickshire,  also  said,  "  I  consider  that 
we  are  on  our  trial."     His  hon.  Friend 
opposite,  the  Member  for  Suffolk,  although 
differing  from  him   in   other  arguments, 
said,  '*  I  lookoD  myself  as  so  much  a  party 
in  this  case,  that  I  shall  abstain  from  voting 
on  the  occasion."    This  was  the  opinion 
of  those  Gentlemen ;   but  if  it  had  not 
been  their*s,  would  it  not  have  been  the 
opinion  of  the  people  of  England.     And 
were  the  House  to  shrink  from  the  discharge 
of  the  duty,  they  would  expose  themselves 
to  the  imputation  of  cowardice,  the  Com* 
mittee  to  the  charge  of  partiality,  and  the 
whole  proceeding  would  be  generally  looked 
upon  as  a  mockery  and  a  farce.   What  was 
it  the  House  was  called  upon  by  his  noble 
Friend  (Lord   John   Russell)   to   affirm? 
Any  new    proposition,   or  to   go  a  step 
beyond  tfe  recommendation  or  opinion  of 
the  Committee  founded  upon  the  evidence  ? 
Was    any  attempt  made    to  entrap  the 
House  into  a  vote  on  any  proposition  or 
opinion  other  than  that,  having  delegated 
to  a  Committee,  chosen  impartially  from 
the  whole  body  of  the  House,  the  delicate 
and  responsible  task  of  examinmg  into, 
and  giving  a  judgment  upon  the  facts  of 
this  case,  the  House  should  affirm  the 
opinion    which    that     Committee,     after 
mature  deliberation,  had  unanimously  come 
to.     He  congratulated  the  hon.  Member 
for  Bradford  on  the  complete  success  of 
his  motion — on  the  happy  proof  of  con- 
sistency which  he  had  exhibited — on  the 
love  he  seemed  to  have  for  running  upon 
the  scent,  even  though  he  might  chance 
to  hunt  alone.     For,  on  the  part  of  all  the 
most  prominent  Members  on  the  other  side 
who  had  taken  a  share  in  this  discussion, 
and  even  on  the  part  of  those  who  were 
disposed  to  support  him,  any  concurrence 
in  this  proceeding  was  disavowed,  and  the 
hon.  Member  was  abandoned  by  one  or 
the  other  of  them  in  almost  every  one  of  his 
resolutions.     One  hon.  Member  could  not 
give  his  assent  to  the  resolution  about  the 
49th  George  drd  ;  another,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  who  had  just  sat  down,  said, 
**  If  I  had  been  consulted,  I  would  have 
told  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman,  that 
it  would  have  been  infinitely  better  to  let 
the  matter  rest  where  it  is  ;**  and  another 
I  would  prefer  that  it  should  get  the  go-by, 
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Was  there  one  radmdtial  wfio  satd,  that 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  had  acted 
rightly  or  justly  ?     He  would  ask  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman,  whether  had  this 
not  been  a  case  inTolving  considerations 
connected   with  a  particular    Individ aal, 
the  House  would  ever  have  heard  a  word 
about  his  motion  ?    He  would  ask  the  hon. 
Member  in  the  face  of  the  country — and 
let  the  country  and   the  House  answer 
the  question — each  hon.  Member  putting 
the  question  to  his  own  mind,  to  bis\)wu 
heart,  and  his  own  conscience — be  would 
ask  the   hon.  and   learned   Member  for 
Bradford,  whether  this  motion  would  ever 
have  been  heard  of,  if  the  question  had 
not  affected  the  character  of  an  individual 
of  great  political  importance  at  the  present 
juncture?    [Hear,  hearJ]     He  was  quite 
ready  to  admit  of  that  individual's  political 
importance ;  and  he  assured  the  hon.  Gen> 
tlemen  who  cheered  him,  that  he  should 
never  shrink  from  expressing  in  any  place, 
at  any  time,  or  at  any  hazard,  ))is  dissent 
from  the  views  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  alluded  to,  when  he  thought  they 
were  wrong,  and  when  he  felt  that  it  was 
his  duty  to  differ  from  him ;  but  he  would 
never  be  guilty  of  the  base  cowardice  of 
not  doing  his  best  to  defend  that  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  from  charges  such  as 
these,    which    would    never    have    been 
brought  forward  in  this  second  shape  at 
all,  had  it  not  been  for  their  immediate 
connexion  with    the    hon.    and    learned 
Member.     For  months    on    months    the 
changes  had  been  rung  on  these  charges, 
which,  after  all  that  had  been  said  upon 
them,   had   been  found,   on  inquiry,    to 
shrink   into   nothing.     The  question  had 
been  submitted  for  investigation  to  a  com- 
petent and  impartial  tribunal.  It  had  there 
undergone  a  full  and  fair  investigation — 
a  decision  was  pronounced  upon  it ;  and 
yet  it  was  again  attempted  to  be  brought 
before  the  House.     Now,  was  it  seriously 
meant — it  had  not  been  so  reasoned  by 
his  noble  and  right  hon.  Friends  opposite — 
but  could  it  be  pretended  that  the  whole  of 
this  charge  which  had  been  so  long  pend- 
ing— which  had  already  been  decided  by 
a  Committee — but  which,  notwithstand- 
ing, had  again  been  revived  and  pieced  on 
the  Notice  Book-— could  it  be  pretended 
that  this  charge  was  any  other  than  a  per- 
sonal one  against  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman,  the  Member  for  Dublin,  and 
suggested  with  a  view  of  fixing  a  stigma 
vpoD  hit  poblio  diarftctw?    Hopbj 


to  the  previous  question,  oo  tbis  occaskm, 
because  by  acceding  to  it  he  shonld  reo* 
der  null  the  decision  of  their  own  Com- 
mittee.    He  should  vote  for  the  resolatiooa 
of  the  noble  Lord,  the  Secretary  for  the 
Home  Department,  because  they  ask  the 
House  to  affirm  nothing  but  opinions  whiek 
the  Committee  had  already  pronounced, 
in  reference  to  some  observations  that  had 
been  suggested  before  it.  He  must  point  oot 
the  strong  distinction  between  the  position 
laid  down  by  his  hon.  Friend,  the  Member 
for  London,  and  the  version  of  it  given  by 
his  right  hon.  Friend  opposite.     It  was  not 
right  or  fitting  that  the  opinions  of  one 
entitled  to  so  much  respect  should  be  mis- 
represented, and  scattered  over  the  laosl 
in  a  caricature,  like  some  of  those  lately 
exhibited  in  the  print-shops.     The  hon. 
Member  had  been  made  to  say,  that  it  was 
just  that  a  candidate  should  go  round  to 
the  constituency  and  say  to  each,  **'  If  yo« 
vote  for  me,  I  will  guarantee  all  the  ex- 
penses you  may  be  put  to  in  consequence.*' 
More  flagrant  bribery,  more  rank  corrup- 
tion than  this  it  would  be  impossible  to 
conceive;  but  the  hon.  Member  said  no 
such  thing.     He  said,  that  he  considered 
it  to  be  quite  just  and  legitimate  that  if  ati 
elector,  by  reason  of  his  independent  con* 
duct,  should  sufier  wrong,  those  who  bad 
sympathized  in  his  loss,  aqd  who  agreed 
with  him  in  his  opinions,  should  afford  him 
an  indemnity.     Some  Gentlemen  appeared 
to  difier  from  him  on  the  point.     Well, 
let  them  put  the  case  to  tbemselres. — He 
would  ask  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend, 
the  Recorder,  under  whose  judgment  the 
Committee  had  passed,  and  been    con- 
demned without  benefit  of  clergy-— cer- 
tainly a  most  merciful  verdict  for  thetr 
sentence — he  would  ask  the  Recorder,  than 
whom  no  man  would  be  more   incapable 
of  holding  out  to  a  voter  the  slightest  pro- 
mise of  future  beqefit  or  reward, — to  sup- 
pose a  case.    Let  him  suppose,  that  after 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman's electioQ, 
ao  individual  had  come  to  him,  and  proved, 
that  in  consequence  of  his  attachment  to 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman — an  at- 
tachment founded  on  political  principles, 
he  had  suffered  injustice,  and  been  de- 
prived of  his  livelihood ;  he  put  it  to  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  whether  he  would 
not  have  been  justified  in  extending  to 
that  man  the  utmost  relief  that  he  thcwght 
the  case  required  ?    The  whole  case  wcwd 
depend  on  whether  or  not  there  bad  been 
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there  bad  been,  directly  or  indirectly,  such 
a  compact,  then  corruption  rount  exist; 
but  if  no  such  bargain  had  been  formed^ 
then  there  would  be  uo  room  for  such  an 
accusation. — [Hear/  Hear!]  Hon  Gen- 
tlemen opposite  seemed  to  imply,  by  their 
cheers,  that  there  was  such  an  engage- 
ment, but  he  denied  it,  upon  the  evidence 
that  had  been  adduced ;  though,  at  that 
late  hour  of  the  night,  when  it  was  neces- 
sary to  come  to  a  speedy  decision,  he 
would  not  attempt  to  go  into  it, — ["  Oh  / 
oh  I]  Those  Gentlemen  who  had  read  the 
evidence  attentively  would  remember  the 
letter  which  referred  to  the  providing  of  a 
fund  for  compensating  voters,  and  which 
stated  that  that  fund  was  absolutely  neces- 
sary to  make  good  their  losses,  in  case  it 
should  be  wanted  for  such  purpose;  but 
which  contained  an'  injunction  that  no 
hope,  promise,  or  expectation  of  reward 
should  be  held  out  to  any  individual  for 
bis  vote.  The  passage  would  be  found  in 
page  69  of  the  Report,  as  follows : — 

*'  The  principal  expense  will  be  to  indemnify 
tenants  who  vote  against  their  landlords' 
wishes ;  they  may  want  from  one  year  to  half 
a  year's  rent.  The  greater  pari  will  only  be  a 
loan^  and  will  be  repaid.  It  will  not,  also, 
be  required  until  after  the  election,  and  will 
be  unconnected  with  any  previoas  stipulation." 

[^Read  on!  Read  on  !\  Hon.  Gentle- 
men will  be  enabled  to  fill  up  the  out- 
line— 

"  Tlie  tenantry  who  vote  for  us  will  thus 
expect  that  ttie  Gentlemen  who  compose  the 
Local  Committee  should  prevent  their  land- 
lords from  ruining  them  by  sudden  demands 
at  periods  when  the  Irish  farmer  has  nothing 
to  sell.'' 

It  would  be  great  presumption  in  him  to 
differ  from  the  House  of  Commons,  but 
gentlemen  conversant  with  Irish  phrase- 
ology knew  that  the  word  '^  expect"  bore 
ID  Ireland  a  meaning  very  different  from 
its  English  8igni6cation.  That,  however, 
made  no  great  distinction  here,  because 
the  words  on  which  he  really  rested  his 
position  were  those  which  implied  that 
there  ought  to  be  no  previous  stipulation 
for  the  payment  of  money.  The  whole  of 
the  case  turned  upon  the  evidence  of  this 
stipulation,  and  therefore  he  held,  that  in 
providing  a  fund  for  the  indemnity  of  the 
electors  of  Carlow,  there  could  be  no  cor- 
niptioD.  He  partly  agreed  with  his  right 
hon.  Friend  as  respected  any  money  trans* 
actions  whatever  between  the  voter  and 
the  candidate,  or  those  who  act  for  him ; 
iNit  bd  was  prepared  to  defend  cases  of 


that  description,  if  they  were  kept  within 
the  just  and  legitimate  bouuds  he  had 
mentioned.  They  might  be,  and  were, 
perfectly  just  and  innocent  when  no  ex- 
pectation of  any  kind  was  held  out.  He 
confessed  that  the  practice  was  liable  to 
abuse ;  but  he  could  not  consent  to  ad- 
mit, on  the  evidence  laid  before  the  House, 
that  any  breach  of  privilege  had  been 
committed  in  the  present  case.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  seemed  to  think  that  this 
part  of  the  case  was  excluded  from  the 
consideration  of  the  Committee.  Why, 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Brad- 
ford came  forward  with  a  charge  imputing 
corruption,  delinquency,  and  breach  of 
privilege,  and  it  was  well  understood  by 
the  Committee  appointed  to  consider  the 
subject,  that  the  whole  case  turned  upon 
that  very  question  of  breach  of  privilege. 
To  shew  this,  there  was  the  evidence  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Aberdeen,  who  in- 
formed the  House  that  the  first  thing:  the 
Committee  did,  in  order  to  cause  the  pro- 
ceedings to  assume  a  tangible  form,  was 
to  read  the  resolution  moved  in  the  House, 
attributing  to  the  hon.  Member  for  Dublin 
corruption,  trafficking  in  seats,  and  a 
breach  of  privilege.  It  was  apparent  that 
all  this  had  been  thorouc^hly  ^one  into  by 
the  Committee.  The  hon.  Gentleman  who 
brought  the  charge  forward  treated  it, 
himself,  as  a  breach  of  privilege,  and  yet 
his  right  hon.  Friend  overlooked  this  ma- 
terial fact.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman,  the 
Member  for  East  Cumberland,  was  cer- 
tainly the  last  man  in  the  House  whom 
he  should  expect  to  find  supporting  any 
measure  tending  to  impugn  the  decision 
of  a  Committee  of  this  House.  The  Com- 
mittee appointed  to  inquire  into  the  ques- 
tion before  the  House  was  more  in  con- 
formity with  the  spirit  of  the  Grenville 
Act  than  any  which  had  been  appointed 
since  the  passing  of  that  Act.  The  course 
taken  with  respect  to  that  Committee  was 
adopted  on  the  principles  on  which  the 
Grenville  Act  was  founded — to  escape  the 
irritating  ezcitemenjt  of  angry  debate,  the 
heated  passions  of  crowded  benches,  and 
the  fever  and  fatigue  of  protracted  discus- 
sion. Yet  his  right  hon.  Friend  wished 
to  produce  the  very  results  which  that 
Act  was  intended  to  obviate,  and  to  bring 
before  the  House  again  a  case  that  had 
been  submitted  to  the  decision  of  a  Com- 
mittee. He  entreated  the  House  to  con* 
sider  that  they  were  not  required  to  pro- 
nounce any  judgment  of  their  own ;  they 
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were  called  on    merely  to  support  the 
judgment  of  their  own  Committee.    He 
entreated  them  to  see  that  the  inquiry 
had  terminated  in  the  verdict  originally 
pronounced,  and  unanimously  acquiesced 
in  by  the  House  of  Commons,  as  affecting 
the  individual  to  whom  it  related.    He 
trusted,  then,  that  the  House  would  not, 
at  the  bidding  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Bradford,  who  seemed  to  de- 
light in  accusations,  sanction  a  motion 
which  no  man  who  had  participated  in 
the  debate  had  done  otherwise  than  de- 
precate.    It  appeared  that  the  chief  par- 
ties   against  whom   the  accusation   was 
levelled  were  not  Mr.  O'Connell  and  Mr. 
Vigors.    They  had  been  acquitted,  and  a 
new    indictment — which    was,    however, 
contrived  so  as  to  involve  the  old  question 
— had  been  framed  against  the  Carlow 
Liberal  Club.  Were  it  not  for  the  clamour 
raised  against  that  association,  and  against 
the  part  they  had  taken  ixx  protecting  the 
freeholders  of  the  county,   he  believed 
that  the  House  generally,  and  the  public, 
would  have  been  satisfied  with  the  judg- 
ment of  the  Committee,  and  that  neither 
hon.  Gentlemen  nor  anybody  else  would 
ever  have  thought  of  impeaching  it.     He 
therefore  hoped  that  the  resolutions  pro- 
posed by  his  noble  Friend  (Lord  John  Rus- 
sell) would  be  carried  by  a  great  majority, 
Hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  asserted  that 
Ministers  were  forcing  on  this  question  to 
a  division.    He  was  unwilling  to  attribute 
to  the  other  side  the  responsibility  conse- 
quent upon  the  proceeding^  of  an  in- 
dependent Member   like  the    hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  (Mr.  Hardy),  especially 
as  his  course  had  been  repudiated  by 
many  of  them ;  but  it  was  that  hon.  and 
learned  Member  who  was  forcing  on  the 
subject,  to  which  his  right  hon.  Friend 
opposite  wished  to  give  the  go-by.    He 
would  not  give  the  go-by  to  it ;  he  would 
not  hazard   the  character  of  the  Com- 
mittee and  of  the  House  itself,  nor  would 
he  endanger  the  authority  of  the  future 
proceedings  of  the  House.    He  could  not 
consent,  after  instituting  an  arduous  and 
searching  inquiry,  after  having  arrived  at 
an  unanimous  resolution  on  the  subject  of 
it,  and  having  reached  the  goal  of  their 
long  labours^ — to  relinquish  the  fruits  of 
the  investigation.    The  House  ought  to 
be  especially  cautious  how  they  delegated 
their  judicial  functions,  and  should  intrust 
them  to  none  but  men  of  grave  wisdom 
and  proved  integrity;  but  haying  once 


appointed  a  Committee,  composed,  as  lliis 
was,  of  men  of  the  highest  honour  and 
respectability,  nothing  but  imperious  and 
undeniable  necessity  should  induce  them 
to  set  aside  its  decision.  The  unanimib^ 
of  its  verdict  ought  to  be  conclusive  wita 
the  House,  and  he  called  on  the  House^ 
as  it  valued  its  own  character,  as  it  valued 
the  Report  of  its  own  appointed  and  ap- 
proved Committee,  not  to  go  one  step 
beyond  that  Committee's  Report,  but  to 
support  the  finding  and  assert  the  purity 
of  its  members.    [Question,  question.l 

Sir  Robert  Feel :  if  the  House  thought  it 
for  the  interests  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman mainly  concerned^  that  this  discus- 
sion should  be  adjourned^  he  should  wil- 
lingly concur  in  that  suggestion;    but  he 
confessed  he  was  of,  opinion  with  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite^  that  it  would  be 
most  advantageous  to  that  hon.  and  learned 
Member  that  the  debate  should  be   to- 
night brought  to  a  conclusion.  He  thought 
there  must  be  an  unanimous  wish  on  the 
part  of  the  House  that  three  more  days 
should  not  elapse  without  the  final  settle- 
ment of  the  question.     To  pass,  however, 
to  the  consideration  of  it;    there  was  a 
mode  by  which  it  sometimes  happened  that 
hon.  Gentlemen  evaded  the  difficulties  of 
an  embarrassing  question^  and  so  far  as 
personal  feelings  were  concerned,  he  wished 
he  could  have  reconciled  to  his  sense  of 
duty  the  evasion  of  this  discussion  in  the 
manner  to  which  he  alluded — ^namely^  by 
absenting  himself  from  the  debate^  and  de- 
clining to  give  his  vote.     But  he  thought 
the  instances  were  rare  in  which  a  man 
could  consistently  with  his  public  duty^  ab- 
stain from  being  present  at  a  discussion,  or 
could  evade  the  difficulty  it  might  involve 
by  absenting  himself  from  it.     The  true 
course  was  to  meet  the  difficulties  as  they 
occurred,  and  to  strike  the  balance  between 
conflicting  obstacles,  rather  than  to  shrink 
from  encountering  them.     It  was  his  wish, 
upon  this  question,  to  act  as  nearly  as  he 
could  in  a  judicial  capacity,  and  he  was 
hound  therefore  to  state,  whatever  ridicule 
he  might  incur  for  the  announcement  from 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  that  he  was  not 
a  party  to  the  motion  brought  forward  by 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Bradford. 
He  did  not  see  the  resolution  which  had 
been  moved  until  he  read  it  in  the  votes  of 
the  House ;   at  the  same  time,  he  did  not 
consider  that  it  detracted  from  the  import* 
ance  of  the  question  that  it  had  not  origin- 
ated in  party  feelings,  but  was  brought 
forwaxd  by  an  independent  Member  of  tbg 
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Hoiue,  of  unimpeachable  character^  wlio^ 
without  reference  to  the  sentiments  or 
opinions  of  others^  did  that  which  he  con. 
mdered  to  be  his  duty,  and  rested  the  ques- 
tion which  he  brought  forward,  not  on  the 
basis  of  party  or  personal  feeling — but 
merely  upon  the  importance  which  might 
be  attached  to  it  by  the  House.  The  pre- 
sent question  had  been  introduced  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Bradford.  He,  as  an 
individual  Member,  had  he  been  consulted, 
would  have  willingly  advised  him  not  to 
persist  in  it ;  but  his  counsel  not  having 
been  solicited,  he  found  himself  called  on 
to  declare  his  sentiments  upon  the  subject, 
endeavouring  to  reconcile,  as  nearly  as  he 
could,  his  duty  to  the  individual  to  whom 
it  referred,  and  to  the  public,  a  portion  of 
whom  he  represented.  He  wished  to  re- 
concile strict  justice  to  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Dublin  with  deference  to  the 
Report  of  the  Committee,  and  with  the 
performance  of  his  duty  to  the  people  of 
England.  He  came  down  to  the  House, 
like  many  others,  wishing  to  hear  the  dis- 
cussion, and  not  having  his  mind  made  up 
as  to  the  course  he  should  pursue.  On 
coming  into  the  House,  there  were  three 
objects  which  he  resolved  to  bear  in  mind 
as  regarded  this  debate.  The  first  was 
justice  to  the  hon.  and  learned  Member, 
whom  it  principally  concerned ;  the  next, 
deference  to  the  opinion  expressed  by  the 
Committee  which  had  sat  upon  the  subject; 
and  the  third,  the  performance  of  those 
duties  which,  as  a  Member  of  this  House, 
he  owed  to  his  constituents,  and  to  the 
public.  The  debate  proceeded,  and  a  pro- 
posal was  at  length  made  which  he  thought 
relieved  him  from  the  difficulties  he  had  to 
contend  with,  and  which  reconciled  the 
three  objects  he  was  desirous  to  combine. 
A  motion  was  made  to  pass  to  the  other 
orders  of  the  day,  or  to  meet  the  original 
resolutions  with  the  previous  question — 
which  was  tantamount  to  implying  com- 

?lete  satisfaction  with  the  verdict  of  the 
/ommittee,  by  a  resolve  not  again  to 
agitate  a  question  that  had  been  already 
submitted  to  adjudication.  By  whom  was 
this  proposition  made?  Was  it  made  by 
any  Membet  of  this  House  indifferent  to 
justice,  ill-qualified  to  form  an  opinion  on 
the  merits  of  the  case,  conceited  or  jealous 
in  his  disposition,  or  one  to  whom  the 
feelings  and  the  honour  of  the  Committee 
were  a  matter  of  utter  indifference  ?  The 
proposal  to  meet  the  motion  with  the  pre- 
vious question  was  made  by  no  less  an 
I^Utborit^  than  the  Chaijrmati  of  the  Com- 


mittee-^whose  position  in  that  body  had 
been  the  most  dignified — ^in  whose  opinion 
the  most  implicit  confidence  was  reposed, 
and  to  whose  feelings  unqualified  deference 
was  due.  The  proposal  of  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman was,  as  he  thought,  seconded  by 
his  noble  Friend,  also  a  Member  of  that 
Committee.  Thus  was  there  a  motion 
intended  to  be  made  by  the  Chairman 
of  the  Committee,  and  seconded  by  an 
eminent  Member  of  it,  which  was  thought 
reconcileable  with  justice,  perfectly  con- 
sistent with  the  honour  and  feelings 
of  the  Committee,  and  with  the  du* 
charge  of  public  duty;  and  what  had 
intercepted  it?  The  motion  had  been 
distinctly  announced,  but  some  private 
and  scarcely  audible  suggestion  was  made 
by  the  noble  Lord  (Lord  John  Russell), 
who  gave  advice  to  the  hon.  Gentleman, 
the  impartial  arbiter  upon  this  subject,  as 
regarded  both  the  interests  of  the  Com- 
mittee and  of  the  public;  and  the  hon. 
Gentleman  in  consequence  had  not  fulfilled 
his  intentions,  although  his  noble  Friend 
had  understood  that  he  was  seconding  the 
proposal.  Had  that  motion  been  made 
and  seconded,  the  noble  Lord  would  not 
have  been  entitled  to  make  his  motion,  and 
he  must  say,  considering  the  circumstances 
under  which  the  noble  Member  for  South 
Lancashire  was  placed,  it  would  have  been 
only  common  justice  and  fairness,  if  he 
was  under  an  erroneous  impression  respect, 
ing  the  course  pursued,  at  once  to  have 
made  him  acquainted  with  his  mistake. 
The  omitting  to  put  that  motion  had, 
therefore,  occurred  through  mere  accident, 
or  rather  through  a  mistake,  and  a  mistake 
for  which  the  noble  Lord  was  plainly 
responsible;  he  said  responsible,  because, 
if  his  suggestion  had  not  been  offered,  the 
Chairman  of  the  Committee  would  have 
persevered,  and  it  was  thus  plain,  that  the 
noble  Lord  had  availed  himself  of  an  0p« 
portunity  which  would  not  otherwise  have 
presented  itself  of  moving  an  amendment 
on  an  intended  motion.  He  was  anx- 
ious to  have  escaped  a  discussion  of  this 
question,  from  a  multiplicity  of  consi« 
derations,  which,  separately,  mi^ht  not 
have  justified  that  solicitude,  but  which, 
when  combined,  formed  an  adequate  cause 
for  it.  He  did  not  mean  to  say,  that 
with  the  disclosures  contained  in  the  evi. 
deuce  before  him,  he  was  inclined  alto- 
gether to  disregard  it,  but  he  was  anxious 
to  avoid  any  appearance  of  giving  an  indi« 
rect  sanction  and  encouragement  to  dis- 
closures of  confidential  intercourse,  whidi 
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neither  tended  to  elevate  a  man  higher  in 
the  scale  of  society,  nor  to  increase  the 
probability  of  excluding,  from  a  public 
question,  private  considerations,  which 
ought  not  to  influence  the  decision.  He 
must  say,  as  to  the  evidence,  this  was  that 
portion  which  he  was  most  anxious  to 
disunite  from  it  Instead  of  being  allowed, 
he  would  not  say  to  give  a  go-by  to  this 
motion,  but  to  meet  it  in  a  fair.  Parlia- 
mentary, and  constitutional  manner — be- 
cause, after  reviewing  all  the  circumstances 
of  the  case,  he  could  not  think  it  necessary 
to  revive  the  discussion, — instead  of  being 
allowed  to  meet  the  question  in  a  manner 
satisfactory  to  the  Committee,  to  the  pub- 
lic, and  to  himself,  by  giving  his  voto  for 
the  previous  question,  he  was  forced  to 
consider  the  proposition  of  the  noble  Lord, 
which  appeared  to  him  to  be  of  a  nature 
utterly  unprecedented.  There  was  a  clear 
distinction  between  acquiescing  in  an  ad- 
judication and  adopting  the  verdict  of  a 
tribunal.  The  noble  Lord  insisted  upon 
dictating  to  the  House  the  precise  terms  in 
which  they  should  express  an  opinion.  He 
required  from  hon.  Members,  not  an  ac- 
quiescence in  the  decision  of  the  Committee 
and  a  reluctance  to  disturb  it,  but  the 
adoption  of  the  sentiments  of  the  Com- 
mittee, and  the  use  of  the  precise  words  in 
which  that  tribunal  had  recorded  them. 
He  was  not  present  when  the  evidence 
was  given ;  the  parties  who  made  up  the 
Report  might  have  many  questions  to 
settle,  which  required  a  compromise  of  past 
opinions,  and  this  might  have  led  to  the 
insertion  of  any  words  justifying  that 
mutual  concession.  In  order  to  obtain 
general  concurrence*  words  might  have 
been  inserted,  in  which  aU  parties  would  not 
have  acquiesced,  but  from  a  desire  to  pro- 
mote  unanimity.  The  noble  Lord  had 
not  been  present  at  the  discussions  in  the 
Committee,  nor  had  he  heard  the  reasons 
which  led  to  the  insertion  of  such  words, 
and  yet  he  wished  to  compel  the  House  to 
employ  the  precise  words  in  which  the 
Report  of  that  Committee  was  drawn  up. 
That  body  had  acquitted  Mr.  O'Connell 
personally,  and  he  entirely  concurred  with 
them^  and  he  cave  the  hon.  Member  the 
full  and  unqusuified  benefit  of  that  acquit- 
taL  He  fully  admitted  the  hon«  and 
learned  Member's  right  to  take  his  stand 
upon  that  Report*  as  he  himself  had  said. 
He  would  not  go  into  the  evidence,  he 
did  not  wish  to  show  that  the  Report  was 
not  perfectly  satisfactory  as  regarded  Mr. 
O'Connelli  but  be  was  quite  sure  that  the 


Committee  had  considered  the  eliief  part  of 
their  duty  to  be  to  inquire  into  matters  per. 
sonally  concerning  him.  This  imputation 
was,  they  considered,  the  gravamen  of  the 
charge,  to  be  of  a  personal  nature,  and 
he  was  not  quite  convinced,  that  they 
had  thought  it  within  the  strict  line  uf 
their  duty  to  determine  whether  the  whole 
tronsaction  amounted  to  a  breach  of  pri- 
vilege. He  repeated,  then,  that  the  noble 
"Lord  had  no  right  to  dictate  the  literal 
adoption  of  the  Report,  but  as  the  rules  of 
the  House  fully  required  him  to  acquiesce 
entirely  in  that  Report,  he  was  of  course 
entitled  to  ask  the  noble  Lord  the  meaning 
of  several  expressions  contained  in  it.  If 
the  noble  Lord  inquired  if  he  would  ac- 
quiesce willingly  in  the  Report,  and  would 
not  disturb  the  decision  of  the  Committee, 
he  would  say  yes ;  but  if  the  noble  Lord 
would  not  permit  him  to  do  this,  but  de- 
manded an  unqualified  adoption  of  it,  then 
he  (Sir  R.  Peel)  must  clearly  comprehend 
the  meaning  of  two  passages  in  it,  before  he 
could  say  that  they  expressed  his  senti- 
ments. The  first  was,  that  in  which  the 
Committee  declared  their  opinion,  "  that 
the  whole  tone  and  tenor  of  this  letter  " 
from  Mr.  O'Connell  to  Mr.  Raphael,  "were 
calculated  to  excite  much  suspicion  and 
grave  animadversion."  Now,  what  mean- 
ing did  the  noble  Lord  attach  to 
the  most  important  phrase  in  this  p^s- 
sage — namely,  "  grave  animadversion  ?  " 
Did  he,  by  these  terms,  mean  to  imply 
a  censure  on  Mr.  0*ConnelI,  after  the 
evidence  which  had  been  produced?  If 
he  did  mean  to  express  his  reprobation, 
either  qualified  or  unqualified,  then  on 
what  fi;round  did  he  blame  Mr.  O'Connell  ? 
Was  It  for  a  breach  of  privOege?  If 
so,  why  did  he  not  define  the  o^nce  Mr. 
O'Connell  had  committed  ?  Suspicion  was 
a  justifiable  cause  of  inquiry,  and  \ie 
thought  the  noble  Lord  contended,  the  in- 
quiry having  been  made,  that  the  charge 
must  be  a  fiilse  one.  But  the  noble  Lord 
adopted,  in  addition,  the  words  ''  grave 
animadversion;"  and  these,  as  applied  to 
a  charge,  were  widely  different  from  a 
mere  suspicion.  Suspicion  attaching  to  a 
party  formed  a  good  reason  for  inquiry^ 
but  let  him  say,  that  grave  animadversion 
belonged  only  to  a  case  when  the  charse  had 
been  substantiated.  If  the  use  of  these 
terms  implied  a  censure  on  Mr.  O'Connell, 
he  wished  to  know  what  was  the  offence 
laid  to  his  charge,  and  he  thought  that 
those  parties  who  acted  as  his  ju^es,  and 
also  tliose  interested  ia  b^w  of  Mr« 
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O'ConndH  would  hare  Tequned  an  expla** 
nation  upon  Ihiapoint,  xelative  to  the  embo- 
dring  of  these  words  in  the  resolution  of 
the  noble  Lord.  The  other  part  of  the 
Aeport,  with  respect  to  which  he  felt  much 
doubt,  was  this — he  was  called  on  to 
adopt  the  Report  on  the  responsibility  of  a 
Committee  of  the  House  of  Commons,  and 
he  wished,  therefore,  to  have  his  doubts 
resolved.  The  concluding  paragraph  of  the 
noble  Lord's  resolutions  was  thi»^>''  that 
it  af^pears  also,  that  this  money  has  been 
expended  under  the  immediate  direction  of 
Mr.  Vigors,  and  others  connected  with  the 
county  of  Carlow,  on  what  may  be  called 
l^al  expenses,  or  so  necessary,  that  this 
House  sees  no  reason  to  question  their 
legality,  and  that  the  balance  was  absorbed 
in  defending  the  return  of  Mr.  Raphael  and 
Mr.  Vigors,  before  the  Committee  aj^int- 
ed  to  investigate  it  on  the  28th  July, 
1835/'  Now,  he  contended,  with  all  de- 
ference to  the  noble  Lord,  that  the  neces- 
sity of  the  expenses  was  not  a  test  to  try 
their  legality.  A  case  might  occur,  in 
which  expenses  were  necessary,  and  yet 
not  legal.  [Lord  John  Russell:  I  said 
**  unavoidable."]  "  I  said  unavoidable," 
says  the  noble  Lord.  What  I  say  is,  that 
the  House  is  called  on  to  adopt  the  reso- 
lutions of  the  Committee,  and  the  noble 
Lord  has  proposed  a  resolution  which  does 
not  agree  with  the  resolution  of  the  Com- 
mittee. 

Lord  John  Russell:  I  must  interrupt 
the  right  hon.  Baronet,  in  order  to  explain 
that  I  desired  the  resolution  to  be  copied, 
and  the  word  **  unavoidable  "  was  copied 
**  necessary."  I  did  not  observe  this. 

Sir  Robert  Peel — What  he  contended 
was,  that  the  unavoidableness  or  necessity 
of  the  expenses — whether  one  term  or  the 
other  was  used  —  was  no  test  of  their  le- 
gality;  and  he  objected  to  approving  a  reso. 
lution  of  the  Committee  which  seemed  to 
imply  that  the  necessity  of  the  expenses 
constituted  a  sufficient  reason  why  their 
legality  should  not  be  questioned.  When 
the  n<^le  Lord  called  for  the  opinion  of  the 
House  on  the  transaction*  he  not  only 
opened  the  Report  of  the  Committee,  but  he 
opened  the  whole  of  the  evidence.  If  the 
noble  Lord  required  the  House  to  record  its 
opinion  that  the  expenses  were  unavrndaUe  or 
necessary,  he  imposed  upon  it  an  obligation 
to  express  its  opmion  of  the  whole  trans- 
action fully.  The  opinion  of  the  House 
was  to  constitute  the  rule  by  which  other 
people  were  to  judge  whether  such  expen- 
168  weie  le^  or  not  j  and  if^  on  reading 


the  evidence  thus  produced  to  the  House, 
the  House  recorded  its  opinion  that  the 
expenses  were  necessary — if  by  this  pro-^ 
oeeding  the  important  rules  of  constitutional 
practice,  devised  to   guard  the  purity  of 
elections,    were  slurred  over,  should    the 
House  of  Commons   be  hereafter  called 
upon  to  punish  persons  who  bad    acted 
under  the  sanction  of  thb  proceeding,  the 
House  would  be  in  a  position  in  which  it 
could  not  administer  justice.    The   only 
part     of    the   evidence     to     which     he 
should    refer    was     that    which    related 
to  the  appropriation  of  the  money  which 
had  been  advanced  for  the  election.    It 
appeared,  that  the  first  1,000/.  paid  by  Mr. 
Raphael  for  election  expenses  was  to  be  paid 
down  in  the  first  instance,  and  if  any  ba- 
lance remained,  after  defraying  the  election 
expenses,  it  was  to  go  to  defray  tbe  expen- 
ses of  the  petition  wliich  unseated  Messrs. 
Bruen  and  Kavanagh.  Did  the  House  mean 
to  sanction  that?  Did  it  mean — not  shrink- 
ing from  adjudicating  the  question,  but  de- 
termined to  give  an  opinion  upon  it — to 
sauction,     or,  at  all    events,    to  express 
no    disapprobation    of    a    transaction    by 
which  it  was  stipulated,  in  respect  to  this 
1,000/1,  by  an  express  contract,  that  if  any 
surplus  remained,  it  should  not  go  to  cover 
any  legal    expenses    connected   with   the 
election,  but  to  discharge  a  debt  incurred  on 
account  of  a  previous  election  ?  Did  Gen- 
tlemen deny   the  fact  to  be  as  he  had 
stated  ?  Then  he  must  be  allowed  to  read 
the  evidence  of  it.     Mr.  Vigors  was  asked, 
"  Was  the  distinct  understanding  that  out 
of  the  first  1,000/.  paid  by  Mr.  Raphael  the 
election  expenses  were  first  to  be  paid,  and 
if  there  was  any  balance,  it  was  to  go  to 
the  petition  that  unseated  Messrs.  Bruqn 
and  Kavanagh  in  May  ? — Yes.     That  tbe 
second   1,000/.,    if  not    wanted    for    tbe 
petition  that  followed,  was  to  go  to  the 
fund  of  the  Carlo  w  Liberal  Club? — Exact- 
ly.    I  would  observe  that  the  words, '  If 
not  wanted  for  the  petition/   should  be 
omitted,   for   it  was    to  go    under    any 
circumstances,  in  the  case  of  his  being  re- 
turned, to  that  fund.     Do  you  mean  that 
this  was  not  merely  your  construction  of  it, 
but  that  you  believed  that  Mr.  Raphael 
also  understood  it  in  this  point  of  view  ?— 
That  was  my  oonstruction  of  it,  and  whiqh 
I  meant  to  convey  to  him ;  whether  he 
understood  it  or   not    I  cannot    exactly 
answer,  but  I  intended  to  convey  that  to  him*" 
Then  suppose  a  case  of  a  city  Member 
goii^  thztnigh  a  contested  election,  and  in- 
curring a  deot  of  sevaral  thousand  pounds; 


183         Carlow  EUctum-^         {COMMONS} 


Mr.  (yComeU. 


184 


did  the  House  mean  to  sanction  this  pro- 
ceeding, that  a  contract  might  be  made 
with  a  person  hereafter  to  be  returned,  for 
a  larger  sum  than  the  expenses  would  be 
likely  to  amount  to,  and  if  there  was  a 
surplus,  that  that  surplus  might  eo  to  pay 
the  expenses  of  the  previous  election?  Did 
Gentlemen  mean  to  sanction  this?  [An 
hon.  Member :  "  In  the  relief  of  poor  elec« 
tors."^  The  question  was,  whether  the 
money  could  or  could  not  be  applied  to  other 
than  election  expenses.  It  was  said  that  it 
was  to  go  to  a  Liberal  dub,  and  be  appro- 
priated to  the  paying  a  year's  rent,  or  half 
a  year's  rent,  of  tenants  who  were  in 
arrear.  If  the  House  sanctioned  the  ap- 
propriation (o  either  of  these  objects,  or 
oonfirmed,  by  its  silence,  the  resolution  of 
the  Committee,  whose  Report  it  was  forced 
to  review,  why  confine  the  compensation 
to  tenants?  Why  not  allow  voters  in 
cities  or  boroughs,  when  they  are  appre* 
hensive  of  the  consequences  of  freely  ex- 
ercising their  franchise,  to  be  indemnified 
for  losing  the  good-will  of  their  customers? 
In  either  case  the  violation  of  the  right  of 
election  was  equal,  and  in  each  case  the 
claim  for  compensation  would  be  equally 
valid.  And  the  House  must  consider, 
when  it  was  laying  down  a  principle,  that 
it  could  not  limit  it  to  bond  JUe  cases  of 
alleged  wrong ;  if  it  opened  a  door  on  this 
pretext,  a  flood  of  unrestricted  evils  would 
rush  in.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman,  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  had  had  sa- 
gacity enough  to  foresee  the  evil  conse- 
quences of  such  a  case ;  but  his  sagacity  in 
devising  a  precaution  against  them  was  not 
equal  to  the  sagacity  with  which  he  fore- 
saw the  evil,  because  reading  the  evidence, 
and  finding  that  the  tenants  '^  expected" 
remuneration— ^Tttj/icttf  expected  /—expect 
was  an  awkward  expression  he  admitted, 
but  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  ofl*ered  the 
House  one  consolation.  He  declared  that 
the  evil  would  be  limited  to  Eneland,  for, 
on  the  best  lexicographical  authority  pos. 
sible,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  owns  he 
was  able  to  assure  the  House  that  between 
the  meaning  of  the  word  expect  in  Ireland 
and  in  England  the  difference  was  very 
great.  And  this  was  the  profound  and 
satisfactory  explanation  given  by  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  as  a  reason  why 
there  should  be  no  apprehension  in  Eng- 
land of  any  evil  consequence  from  this 
source.  If,  hereafter,  any  person  in  Eng- 
land made  a  claim  upon  a  Liberal  Club  for 
compensation,  and  should  consider  himself 
entitled  to  expect  it^  the  ri^ht  hon*  Gen- 


tleman would  then  oome  forward  and  teD 
him, ''  Your  expectation,  though  not  whall;^ 
groundless,  was  without  foundation ;  for  I 
am  an  Irishman,  deeply  read  in  the  Anglo^ 
Hibernian  language,  and  I  give  you  warn. 
ing,  that  'expectation'  in  England  ia  a 
totally  difierent  thing  from  'expectation' 
in  Ireland."  Unfortunately,  the  Legiahi- 
ture  had  not  sustained  this  interpretation  ; 
for  the  Bribery  Oath,  which  was  admink- 
tered  in  both  parts  of  the  empire,  contained 
the  word  "expect,"  and  with  the  same  mean- 
ing. He  asked  the  House,  then,  whether 
or  not,  if  a  case  like  this  were  made  out  on 
any  other  occasion,  in  other  times,  and 
under  other  circumstances,  and  a  majoritj 
of  the  House  of  Commons  had  such  a  re- 
solution brought  before  them,  they  would 
not  have  recorded  their  protest  against  it? 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had  said 
that  this  proceeding  had  been  instituted 
against  a  conspicuous  individual  on  the 
ground  of  political  animosity,  but  he  did 
not  think  so.  Yet  he  might  ask,  whether,  if 
the  individual  had  been  any  other  than  the 
principal  party  actually  concerned,  would 
the  Government  have  felt  called  on  to 
defend  him?  Had  the  individual  belonged 
to  this  side  of  the  House,  what  would  have 
been  their  course  ?  He  did  not  say  that  the 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  would  not  have 
made  allowance  for  the  circumstances  under 
which  unfair'  and  ungenerous  disclosures 
might  have  taken  place,  but  this  was  cer- 
tain, that  if  their  sense  of  duty  and  their 
generosity  had  prevented  them  from  visit- 
ing the  man  with  punishment,  the  sense 
of  the  duty  they  owed  to  the  public  would 
have  pointed  out  to  them  the  propriety  of  en- 
tering their  protest  against  the  public  ofience. 
Mr.  Ridley  Colborne  [Cries  of  **  Quef- 
fxitnt,*']  would  detain  the  House  but  a  short 
time,  but  it  must  be  admitted  that  he  was 
entitled  to  make  a  few  observations  after 
the  preliminary  remarks  of  his  right  hon. 
Friend.  His  right  hon.  Friend  com- 
plained with  some  bitterness,  of  his  having 
withdrawn  his  motion  of  the  previous 
question,  but  he  thought  his  right  hon. 
Friend  not  entitled  to  make  that  with, 
drawal  a  ground  of  complaint  What  were 
the  circumstances?  Being  the  first  to 
rise  he  said  he  felt  it  was  necessary  for  him 
to  conclude  with  some  kind  of  motion ;  he 
did  not,  however,  know  exactly  how  the 
question  was  to  be  met,  but  he  would  pro- 
pose the  previous  question.  In  his 
opinion  the  resolutions  must  meet  with 
the  approbation  of  the  House ;  what  were 
they  but  a  literal  copy  of  the  resolutioos 
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of  tbeir  own  Committee.  He  wished  to 
meet  the  qneation  in  the  way  that  was 
most  ooDgeDial  with  the  general  feeling  of 
the  House.  He  wished  to  allude  to  another 
observation  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  ; 
he  had  alluded  to  the  Report  as  if  a  com- 
promise of  opinion  had  taken  place  in  the 
Committee.  He  would  state  what  occurred 
in  the  Committee.  Having  adjourned  to 
consider  their  Report^  hereturqed  home, 
and  without  consulting  any  human  being, 
he  sat  himself  down  to  draw  up  what  he 
thought  a  fair  and  just  Report  of  the  pro* 
ceedings.  When  the  Committee  met  again 
he  told  them  what  he  had  done.  He  said 
he  felt  that  he  should  have  dooe  it  better 
if  he  had  availed  himself  of  the  advantage 
of  the  assistance  of  any  one  of  the  members 
of  the  Committee;  but  as  his  situation 
was  very  peculiar,  and  he  was  bound  to 
act  most  impartially,  he  thought  that  his 
best  way  would  be  to  draw  up  the  Report, 
and  then  submit  it  to  their  consideration. 
If  it  did  not  meet  with  their  approval,  he 
was  ready  to  tear  it  in  pieces,  and  throw  it 
into  the  fire.  He  then  read  over  that  which 
he  had  drawn  up,  and  subsequent! v  read 
paragraph  by  paragraph;  they  all  said 
they  entirely  coincided^  and  they  thought 
it  a  just  view  of  the  question.  Even  that 
did  not  satisfy  him ;  but  he  asked  them 
individually  to  rise  in  their  places,  and  de- 
clare their  opinion ;  every  one  did  so,  and 
they  all  acquiesced  in  that  Report.  With 
the  exception  of  a  ie:w  verbal  alterations, 
that  which  he  had  produced  was  adopted 
as  the  Report  of  the  Committee.  In  draw- 
ing it  up,  he  had  not  adopted  one  man's 
opinion  more  than  another,  but  had  endea- 
voured to  take  an  unbiassed  view  of  the 
case.  All  that  he  desired  was  a  fair  Re- 
port ;  if  any  one  had  differed  from  him  in 
opinion  it  would  have  been  a  source  of  no 
annoyance  to  him.  He  should  not  have 
been  in  the  least  hurt  if  the  Members  of 
the  Committee  had  said  it  was  little  to  the 
purpose.  His  only  object,  he  repeated,  was 
to  take  a  fair  view  of  the  case : — 

''  Si  quid  novisti  rectiut  istis 
CandfduB  imperii,  ti  non,  his  utere  meeum.'' 

He  had  only  one  more  observation  to  make. 
He  was  sure  the  hon.  and  learned  Member, 
who  made  the  Motion,  did  not  wish  to  per- 
secute the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Dublin  ;  but  certainly  the  course  which  he 
had  pursued  savourea  of  persecution — and, 
instead  of  repressing  the  influence  of  that 
Gentleman,  he  believed  it  would  have  a 
contrary  effect.  He  was  not  an  admirer 
of  all  the  conduct  of  .that  GentleiuaQ.    His 


influence  in  his  own  country  was  greats 
and  he  had  no  fear  that  it  would  ever  be 
so  great  in  this  country ;  but  if  sueh 
should  be  the  case,  on  looking  at  the  mo« 
tion  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Bradford,  he  must  consider  that  hon.  and 
learned  Member  as  the  most  liberal  bene- 
factor of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for' 
Dublin. 

Mr.  Roebuck:  [Cries  of '*  Question i"] 
assured  the  House  that  he  would  detain 
them  but  a  short  time  if  they  would  but 
afford  him  a  patient  hearing. 

The  Speaker  said^  that  it  would  hardly 
be  necessary  for  him  to  inform  hon.  Mem«« 
bers  that  the  course  now  pursued  was  the 
most  certain  way  of  extending  the  time 
consumed  in  the  debate.  The  business  of 
the  House  would  be  more  speedily  and  more 
decently  proceeded  with,  if  every  hon. 
Member  who  rose  to  take  a  part  in  the  de* 
batewere  heard  with  patience  and  attention. 

Mr.  Roebuck  said,  that  the  question  be- 
fore them  related  to  the  punty  of  election. 
It  was  whether  or  not  a  certam  set  of  per- 
sons were  justified  in  raising  money  for  the 
purpose  of  protecting  voters.  He  had  a 
right  so  to  state  the  question.  When 
parties  said  that  there  had  been  corruption, 
it  became  them  to  know  who  had  made 
that  charge,  in  order  that  they  might  know 
the  sense  in  which  the  term  was  used.  Now, 
he  must  observe,  that  it  came  from  the  op- 
posite side  of  the  House,  and  there  sat  the 
Tory  party.  The  right  hon.  Baronet  had 
asked  them  to  produce  an  instance.  He 
must  complain  of  the  interruption  that 
proceeded  from  the  hon.  Member  for  Derby- 
shire. He  promised  not  to  detain  them 
long,  but  how  could  he  be  supposed  ca^ 
pable  of  collecting  himself  to  state  this 
difficult  question,  unless  he  were  allowed 
to  proceed  with  some  regularity.  He 
wished  to  bring  the  matter  home  to  the 
parties  whom  he  saw  opposite.  He  wished 
to  ask  certain  hon.  Gentlemen  whom  he 
saw  on  those  benches  certain  pertinent 
questions,  and  he  would  begin  with  the 
hon.  Gentleman  who  had  brought  the 
subject  forward.  If  not  allowed  to  state 
the  argument,  he  would  hope  that  he 
should  be  allowed  to  state  the  question. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Bradford  had  been 
three  or  four  times  accused  of  being  him- 
self one  of  those  who  had  corrupted  the 
purity  of  election.  Let  that  hon.  Gentle- 
man rise  in  his  place  and  state  on  his 
honour  as  a  Gentleman  that  he  had  not 
done  so.  The  right  hon.  Baronet,  the 
Member  for  Tamworth|  had  said  a  great 
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deal  tbcmt  the  fmrity  of  deetioiij  he  wished 
faioi  io  state  whether  he  had  never  boaght 
a  seat.  He  wished  also  to  ask  the  noble 
Lord  (Mahon),  the  Member  for  Hertford, 
to  state  on  bis  bonoar  whether  he  had  never 
bought  a  seat.  He  now  held  in  his  hand 
an  answer  to  the  question  which  had  been 
]mt  by  the  right  hon.  Baronet.  One 
word  more  and  he  had  done.  He  had  be- 
fore him  an  account  of  a  judicial  investiga- 
tion in  a  court  in  Scotland.  The  subject 
of  ioquirv  being  some  corrupt  practices  in 
a  borough  between  Sir  £.  Sugden  and  Mr. 
Gordon.  Now,  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
had  inquired  whether  there  ever  had  been 
a  case  in  which  proceedings  against  any 
individual  belonging  to  his  party  had  not 
been  pressed  ?  His  answer  was  the  case  to 
which  he  had  just  referred.  Before  he 
sat  down  be  would  again  call  upon  the  hon. 
Member  for  Bradford  to  state  if  he  had 
never  had  anything  to  do  with  corrupt 
practices  at  elections.  If  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man would  answer  that  question,  he  woold 
rest  content. 

Mr.  Hardy  said,  that  there  were  several 
accused  parties  before  the  House.  There 
was  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Dublin.  He  hoped  hon.  Gentlemen  would 
do  him  the  justice  to  hear  him ;  for  he 
had  been  accused  in  a  roost  indecorous 
and  improper  manner.  Let  us,  exclaimed 
the  hon.  Gentleman,  have  justice  for  once 
from  that  side  of  the  House.  Let  me  be 
heard  as  a  man  who  is  accused  falsely 
before  you.  Sir,  I  do  not  know  the 
number  of  accusations  that  have  been 
made  against  me ;  but  I  will  begin  with 
the  last.  Unsupported  though  it  is  by 
anything  like  evidence  —  unsupported 
though  it  is  by  anything  like  notice 
having  been  given  to  me,  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Bath  has  thought 
proper  to  adopt,  on  this  occasion,  that 
*'  tu  quoque**  I  should  have  thought  that 
the  hon,  and  learned  Member  for  Bath, 
and  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Dublin,  would  have  been  ashamed  to 
adopt  that  course,  for  when  a  man  ad- 
dresses another  with  a  tu  quoque  he  admits 
his  own  guilt,  whatever  he  may  attempt 
to  6x  on  another.  I  can  tell  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Bath,  as  I  would  tell 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Dublin 
if  he  were  here,  that  his  accusation  of 
bribery  against  me  is  unjust  and  unfound- 
ed. The  transaction  alluded  to  occurred 
ten  years  ago.  I  beg  that  hon.  Gentlemen 
will  do  me  the  justice  to  hear  what  1  bav^ 


to  say.  A  petition  on  the  gmulid  of 
bribery  was  presented  against  me  in  conse- 
quence of  some  transactions  alleged  to 
have  occurred  in  the  botough  of  Ponte- 
fract.  The  right  hon.  Baronet  below  roe 
was  my  nominee  on  that  occasion ;  Mr. 
Sergeant  Spankie  and  Mr.  Harrison  were 
my  counsel.  In  the  course  of  the  in- 
vestigation I  put  myself  into  the  witness- 
box  in  order  to  be  examined,  and  they  did 
not  dare  to  ask  me  a  question.  And  now  as 
to  the  charge  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  who  has 
done  me  the  honour  of  giving  me  his  par- 
ticular notice,  and  has  thought  proper  to 
say  that  I  delight  in  accusations,  i  can 
tell  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer,  that  I  come  into 
this  House  as  independent  as  he.  I  can 
tell  him  that  I  delight  no  more  in  accusa- 
tions than  he  does  in  imposing  taxes,  f 
can  tell  him  that  I  knew  who  I  was  attack- 
ing in  bringing  a  case  against  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Dublin,  but  6nd-> 
ing  that  no  other  hon.  Member  brought 
the  subject  forward,  I  felt  it  to  be  my 
duty  to  do  so.  I  made  my  account,  how- 
ever, for  a  full  allowance  of  vituperation, 
of  misrepresentation,  and  of  every  species 
of  calumny  that  could  he  heaped  on  me. 
And  now  for  the  hon.  Member  for  Wales 
(Mr.  R.  Colborne),  who  has  thought  proper 
to  accuse  roe  of  a  wish  to  persecute.  1 
hear  the  hon.  Members  cheer.  I  tell  him, 
and  those  who  surround  him,  that  I  have 
brought  forward  a  case  of  as  flagrant  cor- 
ruption as  has  ever  been  brought  forward 
on  the  other  side  of  the  House  by  those 
who  have  dared  to  defend  the  conduct  of 
the  parties  on  this  occasion.  As  regards 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Dublin, 
he  is  not  the  sole  delinquent  in  this  matter. 
Do  not  my  resolutions  bring  also  before 
you  Mr.  Vigors  and  Mr.  Raphael,  and 
the  Carlow  Liberal  Committee  ?  Every  one 
is  as  much  accused  as  another ;  but  not 
one  word  is  said  by  the  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite  in  defence  of  any  one  of  those 
individuals,  except  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Dublin,  and  the  public  will 

f;uess  why.  If  the  hon.  Member  for  Dub- 
in  had  been  a  mere  banker  on  this  oc- 
casion, as  Mr.  Vigors  was  willing  to  re- 
present him,  I  should  be  glad  to  know 
whether  there  would  be  the  same  objection 
to  the  sifting  of  this  case.  If  amongst  the 
dramatis  personas  of  this  affair  of  corrup- 
tion, instead  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  playing  the  part  of  baokoTi  thi^t 
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bad  been  done  hf  Messrs.  Wright  and  Co., 
not  a  singte  attempt  woald  have  been 
made  to  defend  the  coDduct  of   those 
parties.    The  hon.  and  learned  Member 
proceeded  to  contend  that  if  these  ac- 
cusations conid  have  been  brought  against 
any  individnal  connected  with  his  party, 
the  hon.  Gentieman  opposite  would  have 
been  anxiously  prosecuting  them  in  every 
possible  way.     He  did  expect  that  some- 
body who  called  himself  a  Reformer  would 
have  come  forward  to  put  an  end  to  such 
corrupt  practices.    They  now  have  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  supported  in 
such  transactions,  even  by  those  who  had 
formerly  denounced  him   in   the   King's 
Speech.     Upon  the  first  night  of  the  Ses- 
sion he  waited  to  see  if  any  Liberal  Mem- 
ber would  take  up  this  matter ;  and  it  was 
not  until  the  last  moment  that  he  gave 
notice  on  the  subject.     Having  given  that 
notice  for  inquiry,  a  Committee  was  ap- 
pointed.   The  hon.  and  learned  Member 
would  have  objected  to  his  being  on  the 
Committee,  but  he  was  quite  sure  that  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  would  have 
no  objection  to  his  (Mr.  Hardy)  being  a 
nominee,  he  having  the  hon.  Member  for 
Newark  as  his  pocket  nominee  at  the  time. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Member  would  have 
done  so,  knowing  that  there  was  but  little 
chance  for  him  (Mr.   Hardy)  against  the 
hon.  and  learned   Member  for  Newark. 
Now  he  would  wish  to  ask  if  there  ever 
yet  was  a  case  brought  more  home  to  an 
individual  than  this  ;  or  if  there  ever  yet 
was  a  case  in  which  an  individual  was 
treated  with  more  fairness  ?  They  had  the 
matter  of  the  charge  from  week  to  week 
in  the  public  papers,  and  yet  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Dublin  obtained 
a  delay,  and  was  at  length  compelled  to 
acknowledge  that  an  inquiry  ought  to  take 
place.     He  had  felt  it  to  be  his  duty  to 
read  over  the  testimony  that  had  been 
given.  He  would  ask  hon.  Gentlemen  op- 
posite, who  were  prepared  to  vote  against 
this  qaestton,  if  they  bad  read  the  evi- 
dence ?    Every  person  who  had  done  so 
was  competent  to  vote  upon  this  occasion, 
and  he  should  not  impugn  that  Member's 
vote.    The  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Dublin  had  every  advantage  in  this  in- 
quiry.  He  had  the  appointment  of  friends 
of  his  own  on  the  Committee ;  and  he  had 
gentlemen  who  knew  nothing  of  adjudica- 
tion, except  what  they  acquired  at  quarter- 
sessions.    That  hon.  and  learned  Member 
had  Ike  ad? aatage  of  his  own  wttneaset 


"being  examined.    There  was  Mr.  Vigors, 
his  colleague  in  the  matter.    Was  there 
not  Mr.  Fitzgerald,  one  of  the  parties,  ex- 
amined?    Was  there  not  Mr.  Tyrrell? 
Was  there  not  Mr.  Baker?    All  persona 
connected  with  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  Dublin.  Those  who  were  participes 
criminis  were  examined  as  witnesses,  and 
yet    all  these    were   interested    in    con- 
cealing the  transaction;  and  in  spite  of 
all   these,  there  were    circumstances  to 
show  the  most  gross  corruption — of  cor- 
ruption  that  was  not    to  be    defended. 
He  did  not  impeach  the  finding  of  the 
Committee.     He  took  it  for  granted,  that 
the  Committee  were  right  in  acquitting 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Dublin 
of    pecuniary   corrupticm,     and    putting 
money  into  his  own  pocket.    They  had 
heard  the  case  of  a  man  making  a  bargain 
that  the  expenses  of  a  petition  were  to 
be  paid^  that  roan  having  seventy  votes  at 
his  command,  and  contracting  with  Mr. 
Raphael  to  procure  his  return  for  Carlow.  He 
would  ask  if  there  could  be  a  case  of  greater 
corruption  than  that.     The  hon.  Member 
for  Bridport  had  taunted  him  (Mr.  Hardy) 
with  not  having  examined  the  49th  of 
George  3rd  sufficiently ;  and  with  having 
overlooked  the  provision  which  makes  ft 
legal  to  expend  money  in  legitimate  elec- 
tion expenses^  bona  Jide  incurred ;  but  it 
seemed  to  him^  that   the  hon.  Member 
wanted  some  of  the  tact  and  ingenuity  of 
the  lawyer,  for  he  had  himself  omitted  to 
notice  the  fact  that  the  provision  in  ques- 
tion only  applied  to  expenses  already  bona 
fide  incurred,  and  not  to  contracts  to  aggre- 
gate those  expenses.    He  was  determined 
to  be  heard  if  he  stood  there  for  hours^  and 
those  who  had  interrupted  him  through- 
out might  expect  resolution  on  his  part. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Newark 
had  talked  of  its  being  legal  to  indemnify 
the  voters  for  the  losses  they  had  sus- 
tained in  consequence  of  their  votes,  hut 
in  this  case  it  appeared  that  Mr.  Vigors 
had  actually  given  the  electors  of  Carlow 
notice,  that  this  money  would  be  divided 
among  such  as  should  suffer.    While  on 
this  subject  he  would  refer  again  to  that 
letter  of  Mr.  O'Connell^  which  stated  that 
Lord  Duncannon,  the  father  of  Mr.  Pon- 
sonby,  had  written  to  arouse  his  tenants 
strongly  in  his  son's  behalf.     Did   the 
great  Liberal  landlords,  who  thus  wrote  to 
their  tenants,  doubt  for  one  moment  that 
their  requests  would  be  complied  with  ?  No. 
And  he  could  assure  the  noble  Lord,  the 
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while  he  had  extended  the  representalion, 
he  had  also  widened  the  field  of  corrupt 
tion.  It  was,  indeed,  on  the  example, 
and  in  pursuance  of  the  maxims,  of  the 
noble  Lord  himself,  that  he  (Mr.  Hardy) 
brought  this  question  first  before  the 
House.  He  had  an  extract  from  a  speech 
of  the  noble  Lord,  delivered  in  answer  to 
Sir  E.  Sug;den,  in  which  the  noble  Lord 
said — *^  It  is  my  opinion,  that  as  long  as  I 
am  a  Member  of  this  House,  I  ought  to 
do  my  utmost  in  causing  the  laws  to  be 
properly  supported.  One  of  them  is,  that 
the  sale  of  seats  in  the  House,  either  di- 
rectly or  indirectly,  shall  not  be  allowed." 
The  noble  Lord  had  called  on  him  to  see 
the  principle  carried  into  execution— a 
duty  he  was  engaged  in  doing  to  the 
utmost  of  his  ability.  How  was  the  noble 
Lord  engaged  now  ?  Was  he  engaged  in 
preventing  the  sale  of  seats  at  Carlow^  or 
was  he  not  rather  holding  out  an  intima- 
tion that  hereafter  Members  might  sell 
seats  with  impunity  ?  Perhaps  he  ought 
to  add — provided  they  were  under  the 
wing  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member. 
The  noble  Lord  had  characterised  his  allu- 
sion to  the  offer  of  the  Baronetcy  as  a 
trumpery  attack ;  but  he  had  also  alluded 
to  it  for  the  purpose  of  showing  that  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  had  been  unable 
to  procure  a  Baronetcy  for  the  Sheriff  of 
London.  But  why  did  not  the  Sheriff 
have  the  Baronetcy?  Because  he  would 
not  have  it.  His  answer  was,  that  he  pre- 
ferred the  chance  of  a  seat  in  the  House  of 
Commons  to  a  Baronetcy.  But  what  was 
the  real  secret  of  the  transaction  ?  Why, 
on  the  day  when  Mr.  0*Connell  offered 
Mr.  Raphael  the  Baronetcy  he  had  1,000/. 
of  Mr.  Raphael's  money  in  his  hands, 
which  would  have  been  forfeited  to  the 
Carlow  Club  had  Mr.  Raphael  accepted 
the  Baronetcy;  besides,  that  it  would 
have  saved  the  600  votes  which  were 
struck  off.  He  thought,  that  this  was  the 
most  reasonable  explanation  that  could  be 
offered  on  the  subject  of  the  Baronetcy, 
and  he  hoped  the  noble  Lord  would  thank 
him  for  it.  But  if  this  was  the  answer, 
what  course  was  the  noble  Lord  adopting? 
Was  he  prepared  to  follow  up  his  principle 
as  one  of  the  great  principles  of  Reform, 
and  to  hold  forth  to  the  constituencies  of 
the  country,  that  such  principles  as  those 
might  be  acted  upon?  Was  the  noble 
Lord  prepared  to  link  this  principle  to 
those  principles  of  civil  and  religious 
liberty  by  the  promulgation  of  which  he 
hoped  to  go  down  to  posterity  on  the  page 


of  history )  If  he  wa^  and  if  he  was  to 
be  supported  in  that  course  by  those  who 
sat  behind  and  around  him,  then  he  hoped 
that  when  those  hon.  Members— those  who 
styled  themselves  Reformers — came  to  meet 
their  constituents,  they  would  not  forget 
that  they  had  set  themselves  up  as  Bmu 
cals,  while  thev  had  at  the  same  time  re- 
fused  to  entertain  a  motion,  the  only  objec- 
tion to  which  was,  that  it  was  an  attack  on 
a  Committee  of  the  House.  Those  might 
be  the  principles  of  the  noble  Ijord,  and  of 
those  who  voted  with  him,  but  he  had 
acted  throughout  in  a  conscientious  feel- 
ing of  right,  and  he  should  persevere  in 
pressing  the  question  to  a  division,  even 
though  he  should  not  have  a  single  vote  to 
support  him.  He  felt,  that  he  should  be 
able  to  justify  himself  to  those  to  whom 
he  must  hereafter  account,  and  he  now 
left  the  case  with  confidence  in  the  hands 
of  the  House. 

Lord  Mahon  said,  that  if  he  had  thought 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Bath  had 
intended  to  make  a  mere  vague  charge 
against  him,  unsupported  by  reference 
to  any  particular  case,  he  would  have 
abstained  from  rising  to  answer  him ;  but 
if  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  alluded,  as 
he  had  no  doubt  a  perfect  right  to  do,  to 
the  evidence  taken  before  uie  Hertford 
Election  Committee,  then  he  was  prepared 
with  an  answer  to  the  charge.  The  only 
person  who  made  any  charge  whatever 
against  him  before  the  Committee  was  one 
voter,  Russell  Davies  by  name,  who  swore 
before  the  Committee,  that  he  had  offered 
him  10/.  for  his  vote.  He  could  not  him- 
self be  examined  before  the  Committee  in 
contradiction,  because  he  was  the  person 
directly  and  immediately  interested;  but 
after  the  decision  of  the  Committee  had 
been  made  known,  he  then  caused  an  in* 
dictment  for  perjury  to  be  preferred  against 
Davies,  under  which  he  was  convicted  of 
that  crime,  and  on  the  trial  of  that  indict, 
ment,  he  (Lord  Mahon)  swore  on  oath 
that  he  had  never,  on  that  or  any  other 
occasion,  offered  him  or  any  others  a  bribe. 
He  believed  that  this  was  all  he  need  state 
on  this  occasion,  in  answer  to  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Bath. 

The  House  divided  on  the  original  ques- 
tion; Ayes  169 ;  Noes  243;  Majority  74. 

The  following  resolutions  were  then 
severally  carried : 

<<Tliat  it  appears  to  this  House,  that  Mr. 
O'CoDDell  addressed  a  letter  bearing  date 
the  1st  of  June,  1835,  to  Mr.  Raphael^  in 
which  an  agreement  for  Mr.  Eapbaers  recurii 
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for  the  cooDty  of  Carlow*  for  2,000/..  was  con- 
cluded." 

''That  the  tone  and  tenor  of  this  letter  ap- 
pears to  this  House  calculated  to  excite  much 
suspicion  and  grave  animadversiony  but  it  ap- 
pearsy  upon  a  careful  investigation^  that  pre- 
vious conferences  and  communications  had 
talcen  place  between  Mr.  Raphael  and  Mr. 
Vigors,  and  other  persons  connected  with  the 
county  of  Carlow^  and  that  Mr.  0*Connell  was 
acting  on  this  occasion  at  the  express  desire 
of  Mr.  Raphael,  and  was  only  the  medium  be- 
tween Mr.  Raphael,  and  Mr.  Vigors^  and  the 
Political  Club  at  Carlow." 

''That  it  appears  to  this  House  that  the 
money  was  paid  to  Mr.  O'Conneirs  general 
account  at  his  banker's  in  London ;  that  it 
was^  however,  advanced  to  Mr.  Vigors  the 
moment  it  was  called  for ;  that,  though  some  of 
it  was  paid  in  bills,  the  discountVas  allowed, 
and  that  the  amount  was,  therefore,  available 
whenever  wanted;  that  it  is,  therefore,  the 
opinion  of  this  House,  no  charge  of  a  pecuniary 
character  can  be  attached  to  Mr.  O'Connell.'' 

"  That  it  appears  to  this  House,  that  this 
money  has  been  expended,  under  the  im- 
mediate direction  of  Mr.  Vigors,  and  others 
connected  with  the  county  of  Carlow,  on  what 
may  be  called  legal  expenses,  or  so  unavoidable 
that  this  House  see  no  reason  to  question  their 
legality ;  and  that  the  balance  was  absorbed 
in  defending  the  return  of  Mr.  Raphael  and 
Mr.  Vigors  before  the  Committee  appointed 
to  investigate  it  on  the  28th  of  July,  1835." 

Lord  Stanley  moved  the  foliowiDg  re- 
solutioa: 

**  That  it  appears  that  there  was  between  the 
contracting  parties  a  distinct  understanding 
that  if  any  surplus  should  remain  after  pro- 
viding for  the  legal  expenses  of  the  election  of 
Mr.  Raphael,  that  surplus  should  be  applied 
in  the  first  place  toward  defraying  the  ex- 
penses of  a  petition  upon  a  previous  election, 
and  in  the  next  to  the  fund  of  the  Carlow 
Liberal  Club;  and  that  such  understanding 
calls  for  the  notice  of  this  House,  as  liable  to  a 
serious  abuse,  as  of  dangerous  precedent,  and 
as  tending  to  subvert  the  freedom  and  purity 
of  election.*' 

Mr.  Warburian :  Sir,  I  have  but  one  ob- 
servation to  make ;  I  dispute  the  matter  of 
fact  stated  in  the  noble  Lord's  resolution. 
If  I  have  collected  tlie  evidence  properly, 
80  far  as  regards  the  letter  of  Mr.  O'Con. 
nell  referred  to  in  the  first  resolution  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Bradford,  the  under- 
standing to  which  that  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  acceded  to  was,  that  the  sum 
in  question  should  go  first  towards  defray- 
ing the  legal  expenses,  and  if  any  balance 
remained,  that  that  should  be  applied,  not 
to  paying  the  expenses  of  a  by-gone  election, 
but   the  expenses  of   a  coming   contest, 
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which  was  proved  to  be  fully  expected  by 
the  fact  that  counsel  were  retained. 

Lord  John  Russell  said,  the  grounds 
which  I  resisted  the  motion  which  has 
just  been  disposed  of  by  the  House,  were, 
that  I  was  ready  to  abide  by  the  decision 
of  the  Committee.  I  found  myself  unable, 
therefore,  to  propose  the  previous  ques- 
tion, knowing  that  to  propose  it  would 
have  been  merely  saying,  that  on  a  ques« 
tion  of  a  very  grave  character,  and  on  re- 
solutions of  a  very  criminatory  kind,  this 
House  was  not  prepared  to  come  to  any 
decision  on  the  subject.  But  having  rested 
on  the  decision  of  the  Committee,  I  must 
say,  that  I  am  not  prepared  to  agree  to  a 
resolution,  either  of  the  kind  proposed  by 
my  noble  Friend,  or  any  other  which  would 
go  beyond  the  opinions  contained  in  that 
Report.  I  am  satisfied  with  that  investiga- 
tion. My  hon.  Friend,  the  Member  for 
Bridport,  says,  that  he  disputes  the  facts  of 
the  resolution  which  has  been  proposed. 
I  make  no  comment  upon  them.  Whether 
my  hon.  Friend  be  right  or  wrong  J  do 
not  say ;  but  I  do  say,  that  if  the  Com- 
mittee agreed  on  those  facts,  and  thought 
them  material  to  report  to  the  House,  I 
conclude  they  would  have  so  reported.  I, 
therefore,  am  not  prepared  to  come  to  a 
resolution  which  I,  for  one,  cannot  but 
consider  as  absolutely  unnecessary,  and  I 
shall,  therefore,  take  the  liberty  of  moving, 
"  That  the  other  Orders  of  the  Day  be 
now  read. 

The  House  divided  on  Lord  John  Rus* 
sell's  motion:  Ayes  238;  Noes  l66-« 
Majority  72. 

The  other  Orders  of  the  Day  were  ac- 
cordingly read,  and  the  House  adjourned 
at  a  quarter  past  three  o'clock. 

We  subjoin  the  Lists  of  the  First  Di- 
vision. The  Members  voted  in  a  similar 
manner  on  the  Second  Division,  the  only 
difference  being,  that  a  few  Members  left 
the  House.  On  this  account  we  think  it 
needless  to  publish  the  duplicate  List. 

List  of  the  Ayes  on  the  First 
Division, 


Agnew,  Sir  Andrew 
Alford,  Lord 
Alsager,  Richard 
Arbuthnot,  hon.  H. 
Archdall,  M. 
Ashley,  Lord 
Ashley,  hon.  H. 
Bagot,  hon.  W. 
Baillie,  hon.  D. 
Baring,  H.  B. 
Baring,  W.  B. 
H 


Bameby,  J. 
Beckett,  Sir  J. 
Bell,  Matthew 
Bentinck,  Lord  G. 
Beresford,  Sir  J. 
Blackbume,  L 
Blackstone,  W.  S. 
Boldero,  H.  G. 
Boiling,  W. 
Bonham,  R.  F. 
Borthwick,  P. 
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Brndsbaw,  J. 
BramstoDy  T.  W. 
Brownrigg,  Si 
Bruce,  Lord  £. 
Bruce,  C  L.  C. 
Brueu,  Col. 
Bruen,  F. 
Calcraft,  J.  H. 
Castlereagh,  Viscount 
Chaiidos,  Marq.  of 
Charlton,  £.  L. 
Chichester,  A. 
Clive,  Viscount 
Codrington,  C.  W. 
Cole,  Viscount 
Compton,  H.  C. 
Conolly,  E.  M. 
Coote,  Sir  C,  Bart. 
Corry,  hon.  H. 
Darlington,  Earl  of 
Dick,  Quintin 
Duffield,  T. 
Dugdale,  W.  S. 
East,  James  Buller 
Eastnor,  Viscount 
Eaton,  Richard  J. 
Egerton,  W.  T. 
Egerton,  Sir  P. 
Egerton,  Lord  F. 
EVIey,  Sir  J. 
Elwes,  J.  P. 
Entwisle,  J. 
Eslcourt,  T.  G.  B. 
Estcourt,  T.  S.  B« 
Feilden,  W. 
Ferguson,  G. 
Finch, G. 
Fleming,  J. 
Foley,  E.  T. 
Folleti,  Sir  W. 
Forbes,  W. 
Forester,  hon.  G. 
Fremantle,  Sir  T. 
Freshfield,  J.  W. 
Gladstone,  Thos. 
Gladstone,  W.  E. 
GFynn,  Sir  S. 
Goodricke,  Sir  F. 
Gordon,  W. 
Goulburn,  rt.  hon.  H. 
Goulburo,  Sergeant 
Graham,  Sir  J. 
Green,  T. 
Greisley,  Sir  R. 
Hale,  R.  B. 
lialford,  H. 
Ualse,  J. 

Hamilton,  Lord  G. 
Hardinge,  Sir  H. 
Hawes,  T, 
Hay,  Sir  J.  Bart. 
Henniker,  Lord 
Hill,  Lord  Arthur 
Hill,  Sir  R.  Bart. 
Hope,  J. 
Houldswortb,  T. 
Hughes,  W.  H. 


Jackson,  Sergeant 
Jermyn,  Earl  of 
Inglis,  Sir  R.  H.,  Bt. 
Jones,  W, 
Jones,  T. 
Irton,  S. 
Kerrison,  Sir  E. 
Knigbtley,  Sir  C. 
Law,  hon.  C. 
Lawson,  A. 
Lees,  J.  F. 
Lefroy,  T. 
Lincoln,  Earl  of 
Loogiield,  R. 
Lowther,  hon.  Colonel 
Lowther,  J. 
Lucas,  E. 
Lushington,  S.  R. 
Lygon,  hon.  Col. 
Hilaclean,  D. 
Mahon,  Lord 
Manners,  Lord  C, 
Marsland,  T. 
Mathew,  G.  B. 

Maunsell,  T.  P. 

Meynell,  Captain 

Miller,  W.  H. 

Mordannt,  Sir  J.,  Bt« 

Morgan,  C.  M.  R. 

Neeld,  J. 

Norreys,  Lord 

Ossulston,  Lord 

Packe,  C.  W. 

Palmer,  R. 

Parker,  M. 

Patten,  J.  W. 

Peel,  Sir  R.,  Bart. 

Peel,  W.  Y. 

Pemberton,  T. 

Perceval,  Colonel 

Pigott,  R. 

Plumptre,  J.  P. 

Plunket,  hon.  R.  E. 

Polhill,  F. 

Pollen,  Sir  J.,  Bart. 

Pollington,  Viscount 

Praed,  W.  M. 

Price,  S.  G. 

Pringle,  A. 

Reid,  Sir  J.  R, 

Rickford,W. 

Ross,  C. 

Rushbrooke,  R. 

Russell,  C. 

Ryle,  J. 

Sandon,  Lord 

Scarlett,  hon.  R. 

Sibthorp,  Colonel 

Smith,  A. 

Smyth,  Sir  H.,  Bart. 

Somerset,  Lord  E. 

Somerset,  Lord  G. 

Stanley,  Lord 

Stormont,  Lord 

Stun,  H.  C. 

Tennent,  J.  E. 

Thomas,  Colonel 


Treror,  lioti.  A. 
Trevor,  hon.  G.  R. 
Twiss,  H. 
Tyrell,  Sir  J. 
Welby,  G.  E. 
Whitmore,  T.  C. 
Wilbrabam,  hon.  B. 
Williams,  Robert 
Wortley,  hon.  J.  S. 


Wyndhtin,  W. 
Wynne,  rt.  hon.  C.  W, 
Wynn,  Sir  W. 
Yorke,  E.  T. 
Young,  J, 
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Hardy,  J. 

Clerk,  Sir  G.,  Bart. 


List  of  the  Noes. 

Acheson,  Viscount         Collier,  J. 
Adam,  Admiral 


Aglionby,  H.  A. 
Ainstvorth,  P. 
Anson,  G. 
Astley,  Sir  J. 
Attwood,  T. 
Bagshaw,  J* 
Baines,  £. 
Baldwin,  Dr. 
Bannerman,  Alex. 
Baring,  F.  T. 
Barnard,  E.  G. 
Barry,  G.  S. 
Beauclerk,  Major 
Bentinck,  Lord  W, 
Berkeley,  hon.  F. 
Berkeley,  hon.  G.  C. 
Bemal,  Ralph 
Bewes,  T. 
Biddulph,R. 
Bish,  T. 
Blackbume,  J. 
Blamire,  W. 
Bowes,  J. 
Bowring,  Dr. 
Brabazon,  Sir  W. 
Brady,  D.  C. 
Brocklehurst,  J. 
Brodie,  W.  B. 
Brotherton,  J. 
Buckingham,  J.  S. 
Bulkeley,  Sir  R. 
Boiler,  C. 
Buller,  E. 
Bulwer,  H.  L. 
Bulwer,  E.  L. 
Burdon,  W.  W. 
Burton,  H. 
Butler,  hon.  P. 
Buxton,  T.  F. 
Byng,  G. 
Byng,  G.  S. 
Campbell,  Sir  J. 
Campbell,  W.  F. 
Cave,  R.  O. 


Conyngham,  Lord  A. 
Crawford,  W.  S. 
Crawford,  W. 
Crofflpton,  S. 
Curteis,  H.  B. 
Curteis,  E.  B. 
Dalmeny,  Lord 
Denison,  W.  J. 
Denison,  J.  E. 
Dillwyn,  L.  W. 
Divett,  £. 
Donkin,  Sir  R.  S 
Duncorabe,  T.  S. 
Dundas,  J.  C. 
Dundas,  hon.  T. 
Dunlop,  J» 
Ebrington,  Lord 
Edwards,  Colonel 
Elphinstone,  H. 
Etwall,  R. 
Evans,  G. 
Ewart,  W. 
Fellowes,  N. 
Fergus,  J. 
Ferguson,  Sir  R. 
Ferguson,  R. 
Fergusson,  rt.  hon.  C. 
Fielden,  J. 
Fitzgibbon,  hon.  Col. 
Fitzroy,  Lord  C. 
Folkes,  Sir  W. 
Forster,  C.  S. 
Fort,  J. 
French,  F. 
Gaskell,  D. 
Gillon,  W.  D. 
Gisborne,  T. 
Gordon,  R. 
Goring,  H.  D. 
Grattan,  J. 
Grey,  Sir  G. 
Grosvenor,  Lord  R. 
Grote,  G. 
Gully,  J. 
Hall,  B. 


Cavendish,  hon.  G.  H.  Hallybarton,  hn.D.O. 


Cayley,  E.  S. 
Cbapmab,  M.  L. 
Chichester,  J.  P.  B. 
Childers,  J.  W. 
Clay,  W. 

Clements,  Viscount 
Cockerell,  Sir  C,  Bt. 
Codrington,  Sir  E. 
Colborne,  N»  W.  R. 


Harland,  W.  C. 
Harvey,  D.  W. 
Hastie,  A. 
Hawes,  B. 
Hawkins,  J.  H. 
Hay,  Sir  A.  L. 
Heathcote,  J. 
Hector,  C.  J. 
Ueneage,  £. 
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Hindley,  C. 

Hobhouse,  Sir  J.  C. 

Hodges,  T.  L. 

Hodges,  T. 

Honman,  £. 

Howard*  P.  H.       • 

Hume,  J. 

Hurst,  R.  n. 

Hutt,  W. 

Jephson,  C.  D.  O. 

Jerris,  J. 

Johnston,  A. 

Kemp,  T*  R. 

King,  £.  B. 

Labouchere,  H. 

Lambton,  U. 

Leader,  J.  T. 

Lefevre,  C.  S. 

Leonard,  T.  B. 

Lennox,  Lord  O. 

Lennox,  Lord  A. 

Lister,  E.  C. 

Loch,  J. 

Loni^,  W. 

Lu.Hhington,  C. 

Lynch,  A.  H.  S. 

Mackenzie^  J.  A.  S. 

Macleod,  R. 

Macnamara,  Major 

MfTaggart,  J. 

Marjoribanks,  S. 

Marshall,  W. 

Marsland,  H. 

Maule,  hon.  F. 

Methuen,  P. 

Molesworth,  Sir  W, 

Morpeth,  Lord 

Mostyn,  hon.  E. 

Mullins,  hon.  F.  W. 
Murray,  rt.  hon.  J. 
Nagle,  Sir  R. 
O'Brien,  C. 
O'Brien,  W.  S. 
O'Connell,  Maurice 
O'Connell,  M. 
O'Conor,  Don 
O'Ferrall,  R.  M. 
Oliphant,  L. 
OXoffhlen,  Sergeant 
Oswald,  J. 
Paget,  F. 
Palmer,  General 
Palmerston,  Lord 
Parker,  J. 
Pamell,  Sir  H. 
Parrott,  J. 
Parry,  Sir  L.  P.  J. 
Pat ti son,  J. 
Pease,  J. 
Pechell,  Captain 
Pelbam,  hon.  C. 
Pendarves,  E.  W. 
Philips,  M. 
Philips,  G.  R. 
Pinney,  W, 
Potter^  R. 

Poulteo  J*  S. 


Power,  J. 
Pryme,  G. 
Rice,  rt.  hon.  T.  6. 
Rippon,  C 
Robarts,  A.  W. 
Roche,  W. 
Roebuck,  J.  A. 
Rolfe,  Sir  R.  M. 
Rundle,  J. 
Russell,  Lord  J. 
Russell,  Lord 
Russell,  Lord  C. 
Ruthven,  E. 
Sanford,  £.  A. 
Scholefield,  J. 
Scott,  Sir  E.  D. 
Scott,  J.  W. 
Scrope,  G.  P. 
Seymour,  Lord 
Sharpe,  General 
Smith,  J.  A. 
Smith,  R.  V. 
Smith,  B. 
Speirs,  A* 
Strutt,  £. 
Stuart^  Lord  D. 
Stuart,  Lord  J. 
Stewart,  V. 
Talbot,  C.  R.  M. 
Talfourd,  Sergeant 
Tancred,  H.  W. 
Thomson,  C.  P. 
Thompson,  P.  B. 
Thompson,  Colonel 
Thomely,  T. 
Townley,  R.  G, 
Trelawney,  Sir  W. 
Troubridge,  Sir  E.  T. 
Tulk,  C.  A. 
Turner,  W. 
Villiers,  C.  P. 
Vivian,  Major 
Vivian,  J.  H. 
Wakley,  T. 
Walker,  C.  A. 
Walker,  R» 
Wallace,  R. 
Warburlon,  H. 
Ward,  H.  G. 
Wason,  R. 
Wemyss,  Captain 
Westenra,  H.  R. 
Weyland,  R. 
Whalley,  Sir  S. 
White,  S. 
Wilbraham,  G. 
Williams,  W. 
Williams,  W.  A. 
Williams,  Sir  J. 
Wilson,  H. 
Winnington,  Sir  T. 
Winnington,  Capt.  H. 
Wrighteon,  W. 
Wrottesley,  Sir  J.,  Bt. 

TELLERS. 

Stanley,  £.  J. 
Steuarfi,  R, 


HOUSE   OF  LORDS, 
Monday,    April  25,    1836. 

MiFnrrRfi.]  Billi.  Retd  a  noond  tfane;— Dividont  of 
Countifli. 

Petition*  piwentod.  By  Lord  Ksntoit,  flrom  Highlandf 
against  the  Repeal  of  parts  of  the  Factories'  Regulation 
Act. — By  Lord  Hathbrton,  from  Yeovil,  praying  that  It 
may  be  insertBd  among  the  Cotponte  Towns  of  Somenet. 
—By  several  Noaue  Lords,  from  Solicitors  of  various 
Places,  for  the  Alteration  of  the  Ecclesiastical  Courts*  Con- 
solidating Bill. — By  Lord  Lyxdhoiut,  from  Proctors  of 
the  Diocesan  Court  of  the  Provinoe  of  Cantertairy,  to  be 
permitted  to  ezunine  Witnesses  against  the  BilL— By  Locd 

,  MARYaoBOVGu,  from  Portarlington,  against  the  Clause 
empowering  51,  Householders  to  vote  for  Corporate  Alder- 
men and  Councillors.— By  Lord  Ltw DHoasr,  from  Youg- 
hall,  that  the  Qualification  to  vote  for  Corporate  Aldenmen 
and  Councillors  under  the  Irish  Corporation^  Bill  may  be 
raised  to  90^ ;  and  from  the  Common  Council  of  Cork, 
against  the  Bill.— By  the  Bishop  of  Gxstkji,  from  the 
Wedeyans  of  Exeter*  HoniOn,  and  several  oUmt  Places* 
for  the  Better  Obsenranceof  the  Sabbath* 


Newspaper  Stamp  Duty.]       Lord 
Lyndhurst  said,    he  rose  to  present  a  Peti- 
tion from  certain  f^entlemen,   the  printers 
or  proprietors  of  the  Times^  the  Morning 
Herald,  the  Mornins  Post,  and  the  Stan^ 
dard  newspapers.    The  petitioners  stated, 
that  they  had  learned  from  authority,  on 
which  they  could  perfectly  rely,  that  a 
measure  was  contemplated,  whichp  if  car- 
ried into  effect,  would  prove  extremely  in. 
jurious  to  their  interests,  and  would,  be- 
sides, tend  greatly  to  impede  the  informa- 
tion which  the  public  derived  through  the 
medium  of  the  daily  press.     The  petition- 
ers did  not  complain  because  Grovemment 
had  turned  its  attention  to  the  subject  of 
Newspaper  Stamps,  but  they  strongly  ob- 
jected to  the  manner  in  which  it  was  pro- 
posed to  carry  the  contemplated  measure 
into  effect,  as  being  unjust  and  partial  in 
its  operation.    They  stated,  that  they  were 
informed,  and  from  the  best  authority,  that 
it  was  intended  to  restrict  the  sise  of  news- 
papers ;  that  a  tax  of  Id.  was  to  be  imposed 
on  papers  of  a  certain  size,  and  a  larger  tax, 
or    Id.  additional,   was  to  be  levied  on  pa., 
pers  exceeding  that  size.     They  observed, 
that  previous  to  1825  a  similar  restriction 
existed,  and  was  found  to  be  extremely  hard 
and  injurious  in  many  respects.     In  conse- 
quence of  this,  application  was  made  to  the 
Government  of  that  time  to  remove  the 
cause  of  complaint,  through  Mr.  Huskisson, 
who  represented  the  facts   to   the  then 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.     In  the  cor- 
respondence which  followed,  the  injustice 
and  impolicy  of  the  restriction  were  clearly 
admitted,  and  it  was  ultimately  removed 
by  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.      In 
consequence  of  the  removal  of   that  re- 
striction,   as    well    as    looking    to    the 
H2 
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grounds    and    principles  on  ^hlch    that 
removal   was     founded^    the    newspaper 
proprietors  had  concluded  that  a  similar 
restriction  was  never  afterwards  to  be  en- 
forced.   Acting  under  this  impression,  they 
had  laid  out  considerable  sums  of  money 
and  expended  much  capital  in  enlarging 
their  machinery^  and  making  other  improve- 
ments^ both  with  respect  to  the  printing 
and  other  departments  of  their  different 
newspapers.     They  affirmed,  that  if  the 
proposed  restrictions  were  carried  into  ef- 
fect,  all  the  capital  so  employed  by  them 
would  be  entirely   useless— it   would,  in 
fact,  be  wholly  thrown  away ;  and  therefore, 
in  that  respect,  the  measure  would  work  very 
injuriously  with  reference  to  their  interests. 
This  was  one  of  the  grounds  stated  in  their 
petition.     They  further  stated,    that  this 
measure  would  be  partial  and  unjust  in  its 
operation,   on  this  ground,   that  there  was 
no  daily  newspaper  that  exceeded  the  size 
of  the  other  newspapers,  except  one,  which 
was  about  one-eighth  larger.     That  was 
sufficiently  large  for  all  its  purposes — for 
its  intelligence,  advertisements,  &c. —  and 
therefore  it  never  published  what  was  cal- 
led "  a  double  sheet,"  which  was  an  en- 
larged sheet,  being  twice  the  ordinary  size. 
Now,  it  was  singular  that  the  size  of  this 
particular  newspaper  was  selected  as  the 
standard.    Any  paper  exceeding  that  size 
was  to  sustain  an  increased  tax.     All  pa- 
pers of  that  size,  or  below  it,  were  to  pay  the 
reduced  rate,  but  those  which  exceeded 
that  size  would  be  liable  to  an  increased 
duty.     But  the  petitioners  said,   that  the 
size   selected  by  that  particular  journal 
would  not  answer  their  purpose ;  and  that 
the  plan  proposed  would  be  oppressive,  in- 
jurious^ and  partial,  so  far  as  their  interests 
were  concerned,  seeing  that  it  would  con- 
fer a  particular  favour  on  one  newspaper, 
at  the  expense  of  most  of  the  others.    The 
petitioners  did  not  assert,  that  in  the  forma- 
tion of  the  proposed  measure  any  person 
was  influenced  by  an  unfair  bias ;  but  to 
this  point  he  mig}ii  call  their  Lordships*  at- 
tention, and  he  believed  the  fact  to  be  so, 
that  the  paper  to  which  allusion  had  been 
made  was  the  only  Morning  Journal  that 
supported  the  policy  and  principles  of  his 
Majesty's  present   Government.     He  did 
not  mean  to  say,  that  the  journal  in  ques- 
tion supported  that  policy  and  those  prin- 
ciples without  any  restriction,  because  it 
appeared  to  exercise  a  severe  and  vigilant 
control  over  his  Majesty's  Government; 
but  the  fact  which  he  had  stated,  and  which 
he  had  a  right  to  state,  had  undoubtedly 


excited  considerable  jealousy  and  appreben- 
sion  amongst  those  whose  interests  were 
likely  to  be  seriously  affected.      It  was 
stated  that  the  Stamp  was  not  meant  as  a 
tax,  but  was  intended  to  cover  the  expense 
of  postage ;  and  that,  therefore,  it  was  prou 
per  that  the  larger  paper,  should  pay  a 
higher  rate  than  that  which  was  of  a-  more 
limited  size.     That,  however,  the  petition* 
ers  argued,   was  a  new  principle,  for  they 
had  never  paid  more  for  a  double  than  a 
single  sheet.    Besides  these  points,  the  pe- 
titioners went  into  a  consideration  of  the 
effect  which  the  proposed  alteration  would 
have  on  the  tax,  that  effect  being  to  injure 
the  revenue ;  and  they  reasoned  the  matter 
thus : — ^They  said,  if  the  measure  became 
law,  it  would  operate  as  a  prohibition  of 
double    papers,    which  were   charged  to 
readers  at  the  same  price  as  single  papers  ; 
because,  if  double  the  ordinary  amount 
were  called  for,  readers  would  not  purchase; 
and,  therefore,  double  papers  would  not  be 
published.    Now,  if  these  double  papers 
were  discontinued,  a  great  loss  to  the  re- 
venue would  be  the  consequence,  as  the 
petitioners  had  fully,  fairly,  and  distinctly 
shown.    The  double  sheet  was  chiefly  re-* 
sorted  to  on  account  of  the  advertisements; 
the  average  number  of  which  was  600; 
giving  a  duty  of  45/. ;  and  supposing  the 
impression  of  the  double  sheet  to  be  10,000, 
it  gave  an  additional  paper  duty  of  11/., 
making  a  total  of  5GI,     Here,  then,  it  was 
evident  that  a  loss  would  inevitably  result 
from  the  prohibition  of  double  papers,  a  loss 
more  than  equivalent   to   the  additional 
penny.    The  effect  of  this  tax  would  be  an 
absolute  prohibition  of  publishing  these 
double  sheets,  and  as  the  papers  generally 
appeared  in  that  form  three  or  four  times 
a-week,  here  was  a  certain  loss  on  a  sale 
amounting  to   10,000,  or  perhaps  more. 
The  petitioners  stated  further,  that  the  tax 
was  opposed  to  the  principle  of  the  Bill 
itself,  which  professed  to  take  off,  as  far  as 
possible,  every  impost  which  impeded  the 
increase  of    knowledge  and  intelligence, 
which,  in  feet,  professed  to  remove  the  taxes 
on  knowledge ;  but,  instead  of  having  that 
effect,  its  operation  would  be  to  diminish 
the  diffusion  of  knowledge  one-half.  These 
were  the  statements  in  the  petition,  which 
appeared  to  him  to  be  striking  and  forcibly 
well-worthy  of  the  consideration  of  their 
Lordships,  and  particularly  of  his  Majesty's 
Government,  who,  he  hoped,  would  speedily 
turn  then:  attention  to  them. 

The  Petition  was  brought  up  and  read. 

On  the  question  that  it  ue  on  the  Table. 
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<(  TO  TB£   RIGHT   BON.  THE  LORDS  SPIRITUAL 
AND  TEXPOSAL  IN  PARLIAMENT  ASSEMBLED. 

*^  The  humble  petition  of  the  undersigned 
Bhoweth«*- 

**  That  your  petitioners  are  printers  or  pro- 
prietors of  daily  newspapers  in  this  metro* 
polisy  and  have  learnt  that  a  measure  is  in 
progress,  by  which,  if  completed,  their  in- 
^rests  will  be  materially  injured,  the  informa- 


The  Earl  of  Rtpon  said,  the  clear  and 
luminous  statement  of  his  noble  and  learned 
Friend  had  recalled  to  his  mind  the  fact, 
that  it  had  been  his  duty,  as  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  to  propose  certain  modifi- 
cations of  the  duty  on  stamps,  and  he  in- 
trodticed  at  that  time  the  removal  of  the 
restriction  which,  it  appeared,  was  now 
about  to  be  renewed.  He  very  well  recol- 
lected that,  when  he  proposed  to  the  House 
of  Commons  the  modification  which  was 
now  to  be  removed,  it  was  received  by  the 
House  as  a  very  liberal  concession.  And 
it  certainly  would  not  be  unreasonable^  in 
support  of  his  own  consistency,  to  call 
upon  Ministers  to  state  the  grounds  on 
which  they  meant  to  alter  the  tax,  and  to 
do  away  with  the  restriction,  if  the  Bill 
found  its  way  into  that  House  with  the 
alterations  to  which  his  noble  and  learned 
Friend  had  alluded. 

The  Marquis  of  Lansdowne  said,  this 
was  a  petition  acainst  a  Bill  that  was  not 
before  their  Lordships'  House.  When  the 
measure  was  introduced  he  should  be  pre- 
pared to  answer  the  allegations  of  the 
petitioners.  Many  of  the  topics  referred 
to,  he  admitted,  demanded  inquiry,  and 
Crovemment  was  anxious  to  place  every 
portion  of  the  press  on  a  footing  of  equality. 
Lord  Lyndhurst  said,  the  petition  did 
not  mention  any  specific  Bill,  but  alluded 
merely  to  a  measure  that  was  generally 
talked  of. 

The  Marquis  of  Lansdonme  did  not  con- 
ceive that  that  was  the  proper  time  for 
going  into  the  matter  which  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  had  argued  and  discussed. 
Much  confusion  and  dissatisfaction  would 
arise  from  adopting  so  irregular  a  course. 

Lord  Lyndhurst  said,  he  had  entered 
into  no  argument,  but  merely  stated  the 
facts  contained  in  the  petition. 

The  Marquis  of  Lansdowne  understood 
the  noble  and  learned  Lord  to  have  said, 
that  the  argument  and  reasoning  of  the 
petition  had  forcibly  struck  his  own  mind, 
and  were  calculated  to  make  an  impression 
on  their  Lordships. 

Petition  to  lie  on  the  table.  It  was  as 
follows  :— 


tion  of  the  public  derived  from  the  daily  press 
greatly  impeded,  and  the  revenue  drawn  from 
the  several  duties  to  which  newspapers  are 
liable  diminished. 

"  It  is  proposed,  that '  no  newspaper  shall 
be  printed  on  any  sheet  or  piece  of  paper  ex- 
ceeding 41  inches  in  length  and  26  inches  in 
breadth,  unless  the  same  shall  be  stamped  for 
denoting  the  payment  of  double  the  duty  by 
this  schedule  imposed  on  any  newspaper/ 

''  Now,  your  petitioners  beg  leave  to  state 
to  your  right  hon.  House,  that  the  effect  of 
this  will  be  to  prevent  absolutely  the  publica- 
tion of  what  are  called  double  papers,  and 
thus  to  cramp  the  undersigned  in  the  just  and 
necessary  exercise  of  their  business.  The  par- 
tiality of  the  measure  will  be  no  less  striking 
when  laid  before  your  right  hon.  House  than 
its  general  oppressive  character;  for  the  ad« 
measurement  recommended  to  be  imposed  by 
the  new  act  is  exactly  such  as  will  spare  a 
journal  unaccustomed  to  publish  double  pa- 
pers, which  is  peculiarly  attached  to  the  pre- 
sent Administration,  and  oppress  and  im- 
poverish all  the  others  which  adopt  a  more 
independent  and  impartial  line  of  policy. 

"  That  the  law  now  existing  with  reference 
to  the  size  of  newspapers  has  been  in  opera- 
tion ever  since  the  year  1825,  at  which  time 
the  late  Mr.  Huskisson  was  so  convinced  of 
the  impolicy  and  injustice  of  restrictions  simi- 
lar to  those  npw  proposed,  that  he  introduced 
an  act  leaving  to  printers  the  exercise  of  their 
own  discretion  with  respect  to  the  size  of  their 
journals,  thus  establishing  the  principle  of  a 
free  trade  in  this  as  in  other  commercial  pro- 
perty. 

"  That  in  consequence  of  this  rational,  as 
well  as  liberal  view,  the  then  Parliament  re- 
pealed those  restrictions  lipon  the  size  and 
form  of  newspapers  which  it  is  now  attempted 
to  reimpose;  and  so  thoroughly  convinced 
were  your  petitioners  that  it  could  never  be 
attempted  to  bring  so  erroneous  and  even 
barbarous  a  principle  into  action  again,  that 
their  machinery,  and  all  their  mechanical  ar- 
rangements, have  been  formed  and  established 
in  the  confidence  that  they  could  not  hereafter 
be  so  restricted  and  harassed  in  the  fair  ope- 
ration of  their  business.  The  proposed  law 
would  also  greatly  inconvenience  the  paper- 
makers. 

**  By  the  intended  measure,  therefore,  the 
greatest  risk  to  property,  which  is  become 
valuable  through  an  immense  outlay  of  money 
and  labour  will  be  incurred;  the  amount  of 
which  property  is  of  itself  a  pledge  to  the 
state  of  the  good  conduct  and  character  of 
those  who  are  embarked  in  the  management 
of  the  daily  journals.  The  diffusion  of  useful 
intelligence,  also,  being  an  object  which  it  is 
desirable  to  promote,  your  petitioners  beg  to 
state  that  the  limitation  of  the  size  of  a  paper 
is  a  more  direct  impediment  to  the  spread  of 
knowledge  than  a  high  price;  because  a  com- 
bination of  small  subscriptions  enables  the 
poorest  people  to  read  the  journals  even  at 
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their  present  price«  wbiUt  a  cOitapuUory  nrnxh' 
mum  of  size  will  preveDt  a  newspaper  from 
publishing  more  than  a  fixed  quantity  of  mat^ 
ter,  except  at  the  expense  of  an  additional 
stamp. 

*^  The  loss  to  the  revenue,  also,  will  be  no 
less  obvious  than  the  impediment  to  th?  ob- 
taining information;  inasmuch  as  the  extra 
number  of  columns  which  go  to  the  composi- 
tion of  what  is  called  a  'double  sheet'  are 
filled  almost  exclusively  with  advertisements 
---and  thus  the  obstacle  thrown  in  the  way  of 
publishing  such  advertisements,  and  of  con- 
suming a  double  quantity  of  paper,  will  ope- 
rate in  a  twofold  manner  against  the  deriva- 
tion of  any  profit  to  the  public  from  the  ad- 
ditional stamp  of  l(i.,  which  is  levelled  against 
|ournals  of  more  than  a  given  size. 

^'  Your  petitioners,  therefore,  humbly  pray 
that  your  right  hon.  House  will  not  sanction  a 
measure  which  bears  with  such  peculiar  and 
even  personal  hardship  on  certain  individual 
newspapers,  whilst  it  violates  the  plainest 
principles  of  free  trade,  and  tends  to  defeat 
the  productiveness  of  duties  already  estab- 
lished— viz.,  that  on  advertisements,  and  that 
on  the  manufacture  of  paper;  contracting  and 
diminishing  the  sum  total  of  information  cir- 
culated amongst  the  reading  public,  and  not 
even  providing  an  equitable  copyright  as  a 
protection  to  the  capital  and  literary  labour 
profusely  expended  by  the  daily  journalists, 
in  the  constant  acquisition  and  preparation  of 
new  matter  to  meet  the  wants  of  the  com- 
munity. 

^  And  your  petitioners,  &c. 

"  JOHN  JOSEPH  LAWSON. 
«  EDWARD  R.  IIEARN. 
••CHARLES  BALDWIN. 
"THOMAS  PAYNE." 
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Entails*  (Scotland).]  The  Earl  of 
Roteberif  said,  he  had,  on  a  former  uoca- 
sion,  observed  that  his  introducing  any 
measure  to  alter  the  law  of  entail  in  Scot- 
land, must  depend  on  those  persons  in 
that  country  who  were  individually  in. 
terested  in  the  subject.  Since  then  he 
had  been  induced  to  frame  a  Bill,  in  con. 
sequence  of  very  strong  representations 
which  had  been  made  to  him  by  indivi- 
duals who  were  anxious  for  a  relaxation 
of  the  existing  law.  That'  Bill  he  now 
took  the  liberty  of  oflTering  to  their  Lord- 
ships. It  would  effect  a  very  considerable 
alteration  of  the  law  as  it  now  stood.  It 
gave  the  power  of  granting  leases  for  the 
ordinary  duration  of  time  to  which  leases 
usually  extended,  which  could  not  now  be 
•done  m  many  instances.  Next,  it  oon- 
tained  a  power  for  alienating  land  for  the 
purpose  of  building.  In  the  third  place, 
It  gave  the  power  to  any  proprietor  to 

fxcbaoge  lands  fpr  othere  of  ao  e^unl 


value— the  exchange  to  take' place  before 
the  sheriff  of  the  county.  The  last  change 
would  be  to  give  landed  proprietors  power 
to  sell  for  the  payment  of  certain  debts. 
AH  these  several  powers  their  Lordships 
were  in  the  habit  each  session  of  granting, 
but  he  deemed  it  advisable  to  make  them 
the  subject  of  a  general  act,  so  that  par- 
ties might  be  enabled  to  do  that  with 
ease  which  now  they  could  not  perform 
without  encountering  much  vexation  and 
expense. 

The  Bill  read  a  first  time. 

HOUSE   OF   COMMONS, 
Monday^  April  25,   1836. 

MiNUTBs.]    Bills.    Read  ft  flnt  tune:— Insolvent  Debtors 

I      (Ireland). 

I  Petitions  presented.  BysevenlMBMBaft8,ftomBSiiatNiMa> 
ber  of  Places,  for  the  Better  Obser^anee  of  the  Sabbath.^- 
By  Mr.  Laboucbkrk,  from  Witnesses  attending  the  Assises 
at  Taunton,  ftir  an  Enactment  whoeby  Justiee  may  be 
brought  to  tbedoors  of  all  Classes  at  the  loastexpnse  of  Ti«e 
and  Money.— By  several  MxicBafts,  ttom  vaiious  Plaosi; 
for  the  AboUti(m  of  Tithes  (Ireland). — By  various  Mbm- 
BaM«  from  various  Places,  tat  the  Repeal  of  the  Duty  on 
Spirit  LioeoceB.^-By  Mr.  BLaxwbll,  from  Campriep  isr 
Relief. — By  Mr.  Grabtlbt  Bbbkbjuby,  from  Gloucester, 
for  transAning  the  Trials  of  minor  Crimes  flrom  (he 
QuBTter  Sessions  to  the  Jurisdiction  of  the  Maglitrates  In 
their  Local  Courts. — By  Mi.  R.  Wallagb,  fkom  Isysl 
Practitioners  ofJnVCTness,  for  the  Repeal  of  the  Attomie^ 
Tax. — By  Mr.  R.  WallajCB.  ttata  the  Chamber  of  Coio- 
mcioe,  Oieenock,  fbr  the  House  to  nijeot  any  Measure  for 
the  BrectioD  of  any  Asylum  Harbour  at  Poitdysilloea  and 
PoUoksbaws,  for  the  AboUtton  of  Flogging  In  the  Army. — 
By  Dr.  Bomtbiho,  from  Workington,  for  the  Alteration  of 
the  Marfiage  Bill^-^y  several  Mbmbbb«,  ham.  vaiiaui 
Places,  agahNt  the  Tithes'  Commutation  BlIL—By  Mr. 
Lkadbr,  from  the  Licensed  Beersellers  of  Bridgewater,  to 
plaoe^them  on  the  same  footing  as  the  Licensed  Vietualleii. 
By  Lord  AsBLBv,  flrosD  the  Medical  AasodatHn  of  DoTMt, 
for  Remuneration  for  Attending  Coraner's  Inquests. — ^By 
Mr.  BoLLiNO,  from  Boltcm,  for  the  Amendment  of  the 
Pactorics'  Act;  and  for  the  Repeal  of  the  Duty  on  News- 
papen. — By  Lent  Viscount  Eastiwroif,  ftom  various 
Places,  against  the  Turnpike  TrusH  ConsoUdatton  BilL— 
By  Mr.  FoxMavlb,  from  Denny,  and  Dunnypaoe,  for  the 
Alteration  of  the  Law  rdating  to  Statute  Labour  (SeoU 
tond). 

Tithes  &  the  Church  (Ireland)]. 
Lord  Morpeth  presented  petitions  in  favour 
of  an  alteration  of  the  law  relating  to  tithes 
in  Ireland,  from  grand  jurors  and  land 
owners  of  the  counties  of  Mayo  and  Long, 
ford,  and  from  a  parish  of  the  county  of 
Cork. 

Mr.  Bingham  Baring  presented  a  peti- 
lion  from  a  body  of  the  Protestant  ckrgy 
of  Ireland*  8U|^^ting»  that  Government 
ought  to  buy  up  tithes*  and  invest  the 
money  in  land  for  the  endowment  of  the 
Church. 

Lord  Morpeth  moved  the  order  of  the 

day  for  the  House  to  resolve  itself  into  a 

Committee  on  Irish  titho  law*  ;  and  far* 
I 
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iberj  iliil  the  part  of  the  King's  Speeoh  at 

the  opening  of  the  Session  which  related 

to  that  sulgeot  be  read^  and  referred  to  the 

Committee. 

,    The  House  resolved  itself  ipto  a  Com-* 

jnitteOf 

Viioount  MorpM  spoke  to  the  following 
effect*  If  I  rise  on  this  occasion  with  any- 
thing short  of  that  feeling  of  confidence 
and  alacrity  whichj  perhaps^  ought  to  ac- 
company every  discharge  of  a  public 
•duty^  it  arises  from  the  recollection  that  I 
made  a  similar  attempt  last  yeari  and  that 
I  now  renew  it  with  the  depressing  consci- 
ousness of  a  former  failure.  In  saying 
thus  much^  I  hope  I  am  not  permitting  any 
merely  personal  consideration  to  enter  into 
mj  feeling— 'that  it  is  not^  any  bdividual 
mortification^  nor  any  fear  of  undergoing 
labour  or  responsibilityj  or  of  exciting  tSium 
in  my  hearers,  which  makes  me  shrink 
from  the  task  I  have  undertaken.  The  na- 
turally inherent  difficulties  are  sufficient  to 
account  for  any  anxiety.  I  will  not  pre. 
diet,  at  presenti  whether  I  can  hold  out 
any  reasonable  hope  of  being  able  to  over- 
come those  difficulties;  but  most  sure  I 
am  that  more  than  ever  they  join  their 
testimony  against  all  further  delay^  disap. 
pointment^  or  defeat.  I  am  aware  that  in. 
dications  to  a  contrary  effect  have  not  been 
wanting,  for  1  find  that>  in  the  course  of 
the  present  Session,  a  petition  has  been 
laid  before  the  other  House  of  Parliament 
(I  am  not  certain  whether  we  have  seen  it 
also  here)  coming  from  the  clergy  of  the 
arch-diocese  of  Tuam,  and  dioceses  of  Ar. 
dagh^  Killala,  Achonry  and  Clonfert,  sta- 
ting the  desire  of  the  subscribers,  with 
all  due  submission^  to  disabuse  their  Liord- 
ships  from  the  impression  that  tithe  com- 
positiDn  cannot  be  collected  in  Ireland. 
They  then  detail  certain  circumstances 
connected  with  assessments,  and  proceed  as 
follows: — "  Much  has  been  done  already, 
much  is  in  progress,  and  we  have  good 
reason  to  expect  that  by  patience  and  perse- 
verance, and  the  due  execution  of  the  law 
as  it  now  stands,  under  the  2d  and  dd 
William  4th.,  c.  11 9,  especially  under  its 
15th  section^  we  may  at  no  distant  period 
secure  the  undisturbed  possession  of  our 
rights^  and  be  at  peace.  While  we  confess 
ourselves  ignorant  upon  what  principle  of 
ustlce  reduction  in  our  income  can  be  con- 
templated—'While  we  would  refuse  to  sanc- 
tion such  an  extraordinary  procedure  by 
any  act  of  ours — while  no  remonstrance  or 
expostulation  shall  ever  go  from  us  tending 
to  unpede  the  progress  of  Parliament  upon 


things  purely  tempor^d— yet,  in  conformity 
with  the  conviction  above-stated  of  the 
efficacy  of  the  law  as  it  now  stands,  we 
should  pray  your  Lordships  not  to  change 
or  alter  it,  without  being  fully  satisfied 
that  the  substituted  measure  will  be  more 
consonant  to  strict  justice,  and  more  likely 
to  promote  the  peace  and  prosperity  of  the 
country."  I  own  that  I  read  this  expresnion 
of  opinion  with  some  surprise.  I  do  not 
mean  to  convey  any  censure  ;  and  through- 
out the  whole  of  this  discussion,  whatever 
may  be  thought  of  the  part  I  have  felt 
myself  called  upon  to  take,  or  of  the  prin- 
ciples which  I  make  no  secret  of  avowing, 
yet,  considering  what  their  peculiar  position 
has  been,  and  continues  to  be,  from  me  the 
body  of  the  Irish  clergy  have  not  had,  and 
shall  not  have,  any  expression  bordering 
upon  slight  or  disrespect.  Still  I  confess 
my  utter  inability  to  assent  to  the  opinion 
recorded  in  the  document  I  have  just  read.. 
I  admit  that  a  somewhat  larger  amount  of 
tithe  may  have  been  collected  in  the  pre- 
sent year,  chiefly  owing  to  the  vigour  with 
which  law  proceedings  have  been  carried 
on,  than  in  years  immediately  preceding ; 
but  I  believe  that  the  entire  amount  col. 
leoted  has  in  the  first  place  been  greatly  in«- 
adequate  to  the  wants  uf  the  clergy  ;  and, 
in  the  next  place,  and  above  all,  that  it  has 
been  most  partial  and  capricious.  They 
have  gleaned,  perhaps,  in  some  abundance 
in  some  districts  from  comparative  good  will, 
and  in  others  from  apprehension,  but 
gathering  very  scantily  from  the  most 
valuable  sources  of  emolument.  The 
munificent  contributions  of  the  British 
public  bear  on  this  point ;  but  large  and 
liberal  as  they  undoubtedly  have  been,  no 
one  will  be  found  who  wiU  contend  that 
they  ought  to  be  looked  to  as  a  permanent 
source  of  endowment  for  the  Irish  clergy. 
Whatever  opinion  may  have  been  expret^sed 
by  a  portion  of  the  Irish  clergy,  I  do  not 
believe  that  it  corresponds  with  the  senti* 
ments  of  the  body  at  large.  Among  the 
communications  I  have  myself  received,  t 
will  merely  quote  one  letter  addressed  to 
me,  because  the  day  when  I  was  to  bring 
forward  my  present  motion  was  merely 
adjourned.  The  writer,  in  a  letter  dated 
Rectory,  Roscrea,  March  25,  1B56,  says  :— 

"  My  Lord— The  clergy  of  the  diocese  of 
Killaloe  have  heard  with  dismay  the  post* 
ponement  of  the  Irish  Tithe  Bill.  As  vicar« 
general  and  ordinary  (in  the  anavoidabie  ab- 
sence of  the  bishop)  of  the  diocese,  it  is  my 
duty  to  give  them  every  infonnation  in  roy 
power;  and  as  I  have  to  meet  many  of  them 
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next  week,  and  know  that  tbey  have  staid 
pTOceedingB  for  the  recofery  of  their  incomes^ 
in  the  hope  that  the  question  would  have  come 
on,  and  will,  if  it  be  much  delayed,  be  obliged^ 
most  reluctantly,  to  carry  into  execution  the 
writs  of  rebellion,  I  beg  to  be  informed  how 
soon  we  may  expect  the  general  measure  to  be 
brought  forward. 

**  Truly  may  I  say  for  them,  as  well  as  for 
myself,  that  '  hope  deferred  maketh  the  heart 
sick/  Our  situation  is  pitiable  in  the  extreme. 
We  cannot  sit  down  and  starve ;  and  we  can- 
not proceed  but  at  the  hazard  of  our  own 
lives,  or  the  lives  of  the  persons  we  employ. 

"  May  God  of  his  infinite-  mercy  behold  and 
visit  his  church,  and  thus  be  pleased  to  direct 
and  prosper  all  your  consultations  to  the  ad- 
Tancement  of  His  glory,  the  good  of  His 
Church,  the  safety,  honour,  and  welfare  of  our 
Sovereign,  and  his  dominions." 

This,  it  nvill  be  seen,  is  directly  at  yariance 
vith  the  petition  from  which  I  just  now 
lead  one  or  two  passages,  i  think, 
therefore,  to  comply  with  the  advice  there 
given,  to  leave  things  in  their  present 
condition  would,  in  the  first  place,  be 
most  disasterous  to  the  Irish  clergy. 
But,  let  me  ask,  would  it  be  more  gene- 
rally acceptable  to  Irish  proprietors? 
Upon  this  point  I  may  quote  to  the 
House  the  language  of  two  petitions  I 
have  just  presented,  which  are  from 
such  a  character  and  quality  of  persons  as 
to  render  it  a  most  unsuspicious  and  preg- 
nant document,  as  to  the  sentiments  of 
the  persons  they  may  be  taken  to  re- 
present. One  of  them  is  from  the  grand  jury 
of  the  county  of  Mayo,  who  say  that  they 
are  ''  anxious  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  the  vexatious  operation  of  the 
tithe  system/'  ^  They  add,  that  '*  they 
have  heard  with  surprise  and  regret 
the  assertion  of  some  tithe  proprietors, 
that  the  law  at  present  is  sufficient  for 
the  recovery  of  tithes,  although  it  was 
known  that  the  attempt  had,  in  many  in- 
stances^  been  attended  with  ruinous  ex- 

{)ense,  and,  in  some  instances,  with  loss  of 
ife."  They,  therefore,  pray  the  House  to 
adopt  such  legislative  enactments  as  may 
remedy  present  evils,  and  lead  to  a  general 
obedience  to  the  law.  The  petition  from 
the  high  sheriff  and  grand  jury  of  the 
county  of  Longford  expresses  similar  sen- 
timents :  they  say,  *'  viewing  with  alarm 
the  unhappy  state  to  which  this  country 
has  been  reduced  by  the  present  tithe 
BjBtem,  we  are  anxious  to  call  your  at- 
tention to  its  vexatious  operations.  We 
have  deemed  it  essential  to  express  our 
feeliDgs  on  the  present  occasioDi  and  we 


have  heard  with  surprise  and  Ttgret  tbe 
assertions  of  some  tithe  proprieton,  that 
the  law,  as  it  at  present  exists,  is  suffi- 
cient for  the  recovery  of  tithes,  altboa^ 
we  know  that  the  attempt  has  been,  in 
many  instances,  attended  with  ruinons  ex- 
pense to  the  IsuidholderB,  and  in  some  in- 
stances with  loss  of  life.    We,  therefece, 
pray  that  you  will  take  into  consideration 
the  present  unhappy  state  of  the  law  on 
this  subject,  so   pregnant  with  evil  to  all 
classes  of  society,  and  that  you  will  make 
such  legislative  enactments  as  may  remedy 
the  present  evils  of  the  system,  and  lead 
to   a    general  submission  to   the    law." 
During  the  limited  period  of  my  own  re- 
sidence in  Ireland,  and  in  the  casual  in- 
tercourse of  society,  several  instances  came 
to  my  knowledge  of  gentlemen  who  had 
paid  their  tithes,  but  who  found  it  ne- 
cessary to  accompany  the  payment  with 
the  condition  that  it  should  be  kept  a 
profound  and  impenetrable  secret.     This 
is  certainly  a  novel    mode  of  treating  a 
legal  claim.      On    an   early   evening  of 
the  present    session  the   House  had  the 
advantage  of  hearing  read  a  letter  from 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for   Tip- 
perary,    written,    as   I  felt  at   the  time, 
in  a  spirit  which  did  him  great  credit; 
we   have  there    a  very   speaking   proof 
that   the  duty   of  vindicating    the   law 
and  upholding  the  just  claims  of  pro- 
perty, about  which  much  has  often  been 
glibly  said,    is  not,    however,  abstract- 
edly incontestable,  so  very  easy  and  sim- 
ple in  its  execution.     When  we  find,  that 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  with  all  his 
talents,    with  all  his  influence,    and  cer- 
tainly no  very  backward  supporter  of  the 
popular  cause,  feels  that  all  would  weigh 
Ughtly  in  the  estimation  of  his  attached 
constituents  if  placed  in  a  balance  against 
the  damning  evidence  of  his  discharge  of  a 
legal  obligation — surely    we   require    no 
stronger  testimony.    But,  granting  for  a 
moment,  and  for  the  sake  of  argument,  that 
success  should  so  far  attend  the  present 
course  of  operations,  that  the  dergy  should 
generally  receive  their  dues  under  the  ex- 
isting law,  I  ask,  would  the  House  be  re- 
conciled to  the  ordinary,  habitual,  and  daily 
enforcement  of  those  means  and  processes 
by  which,  and  by  which  alone,  to  all  ap- 
pearance, that  object  can  now  be  attained  ? 
I  pass  over  all  the  variety  and  number  of 
applications  which,  during  the  whole  series 
of  recent  Irish  Administrations  have  been 
continually  poured  in  upon  the  executive 
Government  for  the  assistance  of  the  mil^i 
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tary  and  police  in  the  collection  of  tithes ; 
heoune,  whether  censure  may  he  thought 
on  the  one  side  or  on  the  other^  to  attach  to 
the  conduct  of  any  Government  in  indivi- 
dual instances^  they  must  at  present,  and  I 
believe  until  you  effect  a  palpable  alteration 
of  the  law,  constitute  part  of  your 
(executive  policy  under  all  administrations 
there,  and  under  all  Ministers  here.  But 
I  will  remind  the  House  of  the  very  latest 
features  that  have  marked  the  present  mode 
of  operation  in  Ireland,  by  reference  to  the 
last  dispatches  from  that  campaign,  as  the 
whole  procedure  for  collecting  the  reve- 
nues of  the  Church  may,  alas  Iwithout  a 
metaphor,  be  termed,  "  the  enforcement  of 
the^  writs  of  rebellion,"  and  particulturly 
their  enforcement  by  night,  under  circum- 
stances of  considerable  outrage  have  led 
(says  my  informant)  to  so  much  excitement, 
especially  in  KUdare,  as  to  induce  the 
Lord-Lieutenant,  after  the  decision  in  the 
court  of  Exchequer,  to  order  that  the  aid  of 
the  police  should  be  afforded  to  the  com- 
missioners of  rebellion  whenever  it  should 
be  required*  I  have  felt  myself  compelled 
to  issue  an  order  that  it  should  not  be  ex- 
tended to  the  enforcement  of  those  writs  by 
night  One  of  the  most  recent  of  these 
communications  runs  thus  :•— 
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^  The  sub-inspector  states,  in  the  accompa- 
nying letter,  that  he  was  prevented,  by  indis- 
pensable attendance  ^ith  his  police  at  an  in- 
quest, from  affording  protection  to  the  Com- 
missioner in  the  execution  of  the  writs  of  re- 
bellion refen*ed  to  in  his  previous  communi- 
cation of  the  30th  March,  which  I  forwarded 
from  this  office  on  the  1st  instant ;  and  he  in- 
quires if  the  police  of  other  districts  may  be 
assembled  for  the  purpose  of  aiding  in  the 
performance  of  such  duties,  as  he  deems  the 
presence  of  a  considerable  force  necessary  for 
the  preservation  of  the  public  peace.  I  shall 
inform  him  that  his  earnest  endeavours  should 
be  used  to  prevent  the  shedding  of  blood  ;  and 
that  it  would  be  better  to  bring  together  the 
whole  constabulary  of  the  county  than  incur 
the  hazard  of  losing  a  single  life  by  engaging  in 
the  service  in  question  with  inadequate 
means." 

Mr.  Brownrigg,  though  a  most  active 
officer,  has  not  contrived  to  ineratiate  him- 
self with  that  portion  of  the  Irish  people, 
which  is  generally  supposed  to  be  the  most 
favourable  to  the  present  Government,  and 
from  him  the  subsequent  communication 
has  been  received  :— 

«  Tralee,  March  30, 1836. 

**  Sir — I  have  the  honour  to  acquaint  you 

that  I  have  been  called  on  by  a  man  named 

l)aniel  Flynn,  one   of  four    Commissioners 

named  in  certain  writs  of  rebellion,  to  afford 


him  protection  whilst  employed  in  the  execn* 
tion  of  said  orders  in  the  parish  of  Currens> 
which  is  about  ten  miles  from  this.  I  have 
accordingly  made  arrangements  to  give  the 
required  aid  on  Saturday  next. 

"  I  feel  it  my  duty  to  observe,  that  if  the 
entire  county  were  to  be  searched,  four  more 
disreputable,  drunken,  or  unfit  individuals  to 
be  employed  upon  so  onerous  and  responsible 
a  duty,  could  not  be  found  ;  they  are,  in  fiEict, 
the  very  worst  description  of  the  common 
bailiff. 

''  I  will,  of  course,  be  particularly  careful 
not  to  permit  the  police  to  be  involved  in  any 
embarrassment  by  the  above  person.— I  have, 
&c. 

J.  BxowN&iGG,  Sub-Inspector. 

«  Major  Millar," 

I  submit  that  what  I  have  read—unless 
you  can  make  some  settlement  of  the 
question  more  consonant  with  the  feelings 
of  the  people  of  Ireland — ^presents  a  me- 
lancholy prospect  for  the  future  condition 
of  Ireland.  Looking  at  the  state  of 
society  there — at  the  condition  of  the  clergy, 
of  the  proprietary,  and  of  the  peasantry — I 
cannot  come  to  any  other  conclusion,  than 
that  it  is  for  the  interest  of  all  parties  that 
an  alteration  should  be  made  in  the  present 
system,  and  a  permanent  settlement  com- 
pleted ;  and  that  until  it  is  achieved  the 
peace  and  prosperity  of  Ireland  will  be 
indefinitely  ha^sarded  and  postponed.  Hav- 
ing now  given  the  reasons  why  I  think  it 
was  the  duty  of  Government  to  bring  for- 
ward a  measure,  it  follows  that  I  should 
proceed  to  state  what  the  general  provi- 
sions of  that  measure  are.  And  here^  having 
already  alluded  to  a  similar  endeavour 
made  last  year,  I  feel  that  upon  this  occasion 
I  derive  at  least  one  advantage  from  that 
experiment,  however  abortive ;  it  is  this,  that 
it  materially  tends  to  diminish  the  extent  of 
my  present  trespass  on  the  indulgence  of  the 
House.  Where  the.  provisions  of  last  year  are 
retained,  they  occupied  so  much  time  in 
discussion,  and  exdtecl  somuch  interest,  that 
they  must  be  sufficiently  fresh  in  recol- 
lectiooi  not  to  require  more  than  the 
general  mention  that  they  are  preserved 
in  the  plan  I  am  about  to  propose. 
Where  they  are  altered,  and  others  sub- 
stituted, I  shall  offer  what  I  hope  will  be 
an  adequate,  though  I  believe  it  need  not 
be  a  lengthened  explanation.  The  Bill, 
then,  that  I  now  ask  leave  to  introduce, 
follows  the  uniform  precedent  of  three 
previous  Bills  of,  I  think,  four  successive  • 
Administrations,  in  converting  the  tithe 
composition  into  a  rent-charge,  payable  by 
the  owners  of  what  is  caU«l  the  first  €8«^ 


211        Tithet  and  the  Church        {CX>MMOMS} 


CIreUmdJ 


dlS 


Ute  of  ipheritance.  The  Bill  also  preserves 
those  terms  of  commutation »  which,  in  the 
Bill  of  last  year,  were  adopted  by  both 
Houses  of  Parliament.  For  this  reason  I 
think  they  ought  not  to  be  changed  with- 
out a  sufficient  reason,  and  they  confer  a 
reduction  of  30  per  cent,  upon  those  sub- 
ject to  the  paymentof  the  tithe  composition. 
I  have  said  4bat  I  think  it  not  expedient 
to  alter  the  terms  of  the  commutation 
proposed  by  the  Bill  of  last  year ;  but  cir- 
cumstances have  since  occurred — the  re- 
jection of  another  Bill,  the  lapse  of 
another  year,  and  the  variety  and  number 
of  the  proceedings  instituted  in  the  Law 
Courts  of  Ireland,  whelher  under  the  sanc- 
tion of  the  Lay  Association  or  otherwise — 
which  induce  me  to  think  that  I  could  not, 
either  becomingly  or  successfully,  invite 
the  House  to  apply  any  remaining  portion 
of  the  national  funds  to  the  payment  of 
arrears  of  tithe.  The  attempt  to  do  other- 
wise would  involve  in  endless  complica- 
tions. Neither  do  I  recommend  the  im- 
position of  any  burden  on  the  Perpetuity 
Purchase  Fund.  I,  for  one,  deeply  regret 
to  be  debarred  from  doing  full  justice,  or 
rendering  complete  relief  to  any  body  of 
men  illegally  deprived  of  their  dues,  or 
undeservedly  suffering  privations ;  but  this 
is  an  accumulating  evil,  which  every  fresh 
postponement  of  the  measure  necessarily 
carries  along  with  it,  and  must  proportion- 
ably  extend  and  aggravate.  At  the  same 
time  I  shall  again  abandon  all  thoughts  of 
requiring  repayment  of  sums  already  ad- 
vanced under  the  Million  Act,  amounting 
jn  the  whole  to  637,000/.,  and  to  remit 
which  the  consent  of  all  branches  of  the 
Legislature  was  repeatedly  signified.  AU 
though  there  are  some  upon  whom  the  de- 
mand might  properly  be  made,  vet  the 
attempt  to  enforce  it  would  probably  not 
pay  the  expense  of  the  pen,  ink,  and  paper 
employed  upon  it.  Besides,  it  would  oc- 
casion a  renewal  of  demands  upon  the 
occupying  tenantry,  whom,  all  along,  it 
has  been  the  first  and  foremost  object  to 
relieve.  On  this,  which  has  always  been 
comparatively  the  undisputed  portion  of 
the  Bill,  tome  doubt  has  been  expressed 
as  to  the  quarter  where  the  collection  of 
the  reDt-chargea,  to  be  substituted  for 
tithe  compositions,  should  be  lodged.  In 
the  Bill  of  last  year,  we  proposed  to  in- 
trust this  duty  to  his  Majesty's  Commis- 
sioners  of  Land  Revenue — the  Board  of 
Woods  and  Forests — ^with  the  single  in* 
ttotioD  of  ruidtfiog  the  coUectioo  aa  le* 


cure  and  as  available  as  poisiUe  to  tb« 
clergy.  This  we  considered  only  a  just 
equivalent  for  the  large  permanent  deduc- 
tion made  from  their  incomes.  It  was  ob* 
jectedy  on  the  one  hand,  that  this  arrange* 
ment  had  a  tendency  to  put  the  Cburcb 
in  the  condition  of  salaried  and  stipendiary 
dependence  upon  the  State  j  while  it 
might  be  urged,  on  the  other  band,  that 
it  was  permanently  pledging  the  levenuee 
of  the  country  to  out-goinga  which  it 
might  be  hazardous,  at  all  tiroes,  to  gua* 
ran  tee.  Without,  therefore,  deciding  the 
question,  with  a  view  to  a  permanent  ar« 
rangement,  we  have  thought  that  the  exi* 
gency  of  now  realizing  the  object  in  the 
manner  most  likely  to  be  effeotaal,  and 
less  productive  of  collision  between  the 
clergy  and  the  laity^  far  overbalances  any 
merely  theoretical  objections.  We, 
therefore,  propose  intrusting  the  collec- 
tion of  the  rent-charges  to  the  Board  of 
Woods  and  Forests  for  seven  years,  and, 
without  venturing  to  anticipate  what  the 
then  subsisting  state  of  affairs  may  sug- 
gest, for  as  long  afterwards  as  Parliament 
shall  direct.  We  hope  that  we  shall  thus 
adopt  a  method  of  meeting  the  disordered 
and  complicated  condition  of  affairs  with 
which  we  have  to  deal,  while  we  avoid 
every  appearance  of  laying  down  a  per- 
manent rule  of  interference  as  a  fetter  for 
the  free  judgment  of  those  who  we  hope 
will  have  to  exercise  it  under  circumstances 
of  diminished  difficulty  and  liulxlued  ex- 
citement. We  renew  the  provision  for 
allowing  a  revision  of  the  present  tithe 
composition,  in  the  cases  and  under  the 
limitations  specified  in  the  Bill  of  last  year, 
because  we  believe  that  those  limitations 
admit  any  instances  of  real  and  substantial 
grievance,  while  they  shut  the  door  against 
all  false  and  frivolous  pretexts.  More 
valid  objections  seem  to  have  been  taken 
last  year  against  the  Clause  respecting  a 
re- valuation  of  corn- averages,  and  as  the 
lapse  of  another  year  has  brought  us 
nearer  to  the  period  of  adjustment  which 
must  finally  take  place  under  the  present 
law,  we  only  propose  to  apply  to  rent- 
charges  the  rules  which  govern  subsisting 
tithe  compositions.  This  seems  to  roe  all 
that  it  is  necessary  to  state  on  that  part  of 
the  Bill  which  refers  to  immediate  ar- 
rangements and  affects  present  incumbents. 
I  now,  therefore,  arrive  at  that  more  de- 
bateable  field,  still  smoking  with  the  heat 
of  former  conflicts,  which  comprises  the 
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Church  Establishment.  I  can  assure  the 
Comisittee  I  do  not  approach  this  ques- 
tion with  any  presDinptuous  feeling.  I 
wish  it  were  in  my  power  to  hold  out  the 
hope  that^now  at  length  there  is  ground 
for  believing  that  we  can  come  to  an  ami- 
cable convention,  or  determine  on  a  truce 
from  conflict.  And  here  I  may  be  per- 
mitted to  say,  that  I  do  not  think  any  ex- 
planation is  due  to  the  House  of  the  an- 
swer which  I  gave  to  the  right  hoo.  Ba- 
ronet on  Friday  last  respecting  the  terms  of 
the  resolution  which  I  mean  thisevening |to 
submit.  I  think  that  everybody  in  the  House 
— I  am  sure  the  right  hoo .  Baronet  the  Mem- 
ber for  Tamworth — will  acquit  me  and  my 
noUe  Friend,  the  Secretary  for  the  HoVne 
Department  of  any  intention  of  giving  the 
question  which  he  asked  any  other  answer 
than  that  which  it  obviously  called  for, 
namely,  to  ascertain  whether  the  terms  of 
the  resolution  which  I  meant  to  propose 
were  such  as  to  call  for  any  division  of  the 
.  House.  I,  in  fact,  meant  that  my  mo- 
•  tion  of  to-night  should  be  analogous  to 
that  for  leave  to  bring  in  a  Bill.  At 
all  events,  I  will  now  state  frankly,  and 
without  disguise,  the  motives  and  princi- 
ples on  which  we  are  prepared  to  proceed. 
His  Majesty's  Government  feel  that  they 
cannot  abandon  the  declaration  of  prin- 
ciples with  which  they  entered  on  ofRce. 
They  feel  that  they  cannot  shake  off  the 
engagements  under  which  they  conceive 
themselves  to  stand,  of  doing  justice  to  the 
Irish  people.  And  the  tenor  of  that  vir- 
tual, and  to  them  I  contend  most  honour- 
able contract,  I  conceive  to  be,  that  if,  in 
the  future  disposition  of  the  revenues  of 
the  Irish  Church,  any  portion  of  them 
should,  in  their  view,  be  superfluous  for 
the  legitimate  end  becoming  uses  of  (he 
members  of  her  community,  that  it  shall, 
after  the  satisfaction  of  all  existing  inter- 
ests, be  applied  to  the  religious  and 
moral  instruction  of  the  entire  of  the  Irish 
people*  la  pursuance,  therefore,  and  in 
conformity  with  those  principles  they  do 
not  refuse  to  meet— nay,  they  are  anxious 
to  obviate — any  just  and  well-founded  ob- 
jections which  might  have  been  brought 
forward  during  the  last  discussion  of  the 
measure  against  the  mode  of  carrying  their 
own  object  into  effect.  His  Majesty's 
Ministers  have  every  disposition  to  adjust 
the  details  in  such  a  way  as  may  enable 
them  to  receive  and  entertain  suggestions, 
no  matter  from  what  quarter  they  proceed, 

piOTkM  tb^ir  ^dpptioo  can  bi  rendered 


compatible  with  their  adherence  in  steadi 
ness  and  good  faith  to  the  essential  prin- 
ciples of  the  measure.  Now,  Sir,  I  feel 
that,  on  this  occasion,  I  may  consider  it  as 
an  established  aud  conceded  principle  that 
Parliament  has  a  right  to  deal  with  the 
revenues  of  the  Church,  if  it  shall  deem 
them  superfluous  for  church  purposes;  be- 
cause, as  long  as  the  resolution  adopted 
by  this  Parliament  stands  on  our  books 
uncancelled  and  unrepealed,  I  have  a  per- 
fect right  to  consider  that  principle  ad- 
mitted. 1  cannot,  of  course,  answer  for 
the  result  of  the  future  deliberations  of 
Parliament;  but  I  appeal  to  the  responsi- 
bility and  discretion  of  this  House  for  a 
confirmation  of  the  statement  which  I  have 
made.  Now,  it  will  be  remembered  by  tlie 
Committee,  that  the  main  feature  for  effect- 
ing this  purpose  in  the  last  measure  was 
the  suspension  of  all  livings  in  parishes  in 
which  the  number  of  the  members  of  the 
Established  Church  did  not  amount  to 
fifty.  This  motion  encountered  much  op- 
position and  reprobation  ;  but  still  I  con- 
sider it  perfectly  tenable.  However,  it 
will  be  in  the  recollection  of  hon.  Gentle- 
men, that  the  main  portion  of  the  argu- 
ments brought  against  that  Bill  did  not 
fall  so  much  within  the  line  of  the  sus- 
pended benefices  as  without  it. 

''  Your  system  (it  was  said)  tends  to  spolia- 
tion, to  confiscatioo,-  to  revolution,  to  murder, 
or,  to  sum  up  all  the  evils  in  one  familiar  word, 
to  Popery.  Supposiu^^  it  to  be  fair  and  just 
that  ttie  parishes  which  do  not  contain  the 
number  of  inhabitants  which  you  have  fixed 
upon  should  be  suspended,  still  I  see,  with  re- 
spect to  the  parishes  to  which  your  principle 
does  not  apply,  what  anomalies  you  still  leave 
umemoved— what  deficiencies  you  neglect  to 
supply — bow  little  interest  you  appear  to  feel 
in  the  moral  efficiency  of  the  £stablishment. 
Here  still  there  will  be  churches  without  Pro- 
testants, and  flocks  with  no  pastor ;  extended 
and  exhausting  duties,  with  scanty  and  inade- 
quate remuneration.  After  you  have  dissevered 
the  union  of  parishes,  there  will  be  some  with- 
out any  income  at  all,  and  others  with  a  yearly 
income  of  10/.'' 

This  view,  I  need  not  say,  was  taken  with 
especial  and  with  prominent  effect  by  the 
right  hon.  Baronet,  the  Member  for  Tam- 
worth ;  and  if,  in  what  follows,  I  appear  at 
all  anxious  to  pay  deference  to  his  autho- 
rity, and  to  embody  his  suggestions  in  the 
measure  I  mean  to  propose,  let  him  not 
interpret  my  willingness  to  avail  myself  of 
what  he  may  justly  conceive  to  be,  in  some 
respectSi  a  well-earned  triumphi  to  any 
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other  sense  than  as  proving  my  consent  to  I 
follow  the  same  track  with  him,  although 
it  may  not  lead  to  the  same  end.  In  the 
speech  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  on  the 
measure  of  last  Session,  there  is  the  fol- 
lowing passage: — 

"  There  are  670  benefices  in  Ireland,  with 
Protestants  of  the  Established  Church  varying 
in  number  from  50  to  500.  There  are  209 
benefices  in  Ireland,  with  Protestants  of  the 
Established  Church  varying  in  number  from 
500  to  1,000 ;  there  are  242  benefices  in  Ire- 
land containing  more  than  1,000  Protestants  of 
the  Established  Church.  I  have  thus  divided 
the  benefices  of  Ireland  into  three  classes,  vary- 
ing with  the  extent  of  the  Protestant  population.'* 
•  •  #  If  Now,  take  the  threeclasses  of  benefices 
to  which  I  have  referred — assume  thatyou  are  at 
liberty  to  apportion  the  revenue  of  their  church 
according  to  some  rule  having  reference  to  the 
extent  of  duty,  and  the  number  of  the  Protest- 
ant inhabitants,  will  any  man  propose  a  more 
moderate  allowance  than  that  of  200/.  a*year 
to  the  670  benefices  of  the  first  class,  300/. 
a-year  to  the  209  benefices  of  the  second  class, 
and  400/,  a-year  to  the  242  benefices  of  the 
third  class  ?*'• 

Now,  I  do  not  dispute  the  reasonableness 
of  this  suggestion,  if,  in  adopting  it,  we 
can  do  so  consistently  with  what  is  justly 
due  from  us  to  the  interest  of  those  parties 
to  the  general  adjustment,  without  whose 
sanction  and  approval  no  adjustment  of 
the  question  can  have  the  slightest  chance 
of  success — I  mean,  in  fact,  the  Irish  na* 
tion  itself.  We  accordingly  propose,  on 
the  future  vacancy  of  any  benefice,  to  make, 
as  before,  compensation  for  the  patronage 
of  private  individuals  who  may  be  in  pos- 
session of  them.  The  Lord-lieutenant  will 
also  direct  the  Board  of  Ecclesiastical 
Commissioners,  now  sitting  in  Dublin,  to 
submit  to  the  Privy  Council  a  Report 
of  all  the  particulars  relating  to  the  va- 
cant benefices.  A  Committee  of  the  Privy 
Council  will  be  established  with  a  view  to 
this  especial  purpose.  This  ComOiittee  is 
to  consist  exclusively  of  members  of  the 
Established  Church,  and  to  be  nominated 
by  his  Majesty.  We  propose  that  this 
Committee  shall  be  intrusted  with  powers 
of  altering  the  boundaries  of  the  vacant 
benefices,  subject  to  such  modifications  as 
the  subsequent  vacancies  of  contiguous 
benefices  may  render  it  desirable  to  effect. 
Now  this  part  of  the  scheme  was  not  sha- 
dowed out  in  the  suggestions  of  the  right 
hon.  Baronet,  the  Member  for  Tamworth, 
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but  follows  more  closely  the  opinions  ex- 
pressed by  the  hon.  Member  for  Winches- 
ter (Mr.  B.  Baring),  in  conformity  with 
which  I  was  glad  to  perceive  that  the  hon. 
Gentleman  presented  a  petition  from  some 
members  of  the  Established  Church  this 
evening.  The  powers  thiis  intrusted  to 
the  Privy  Council  are  closely  analogous  to 
those  which  have  been  already  exercised 
with  respect  to  the  formation  and  dissolq- 
tion  of  unions.  I  find,  since  the  year  1718 
to  the  present  time,  the  Lord-Lieutenant 
and  Privy  Council  have  united  and  erected 
289  parishes  into  94  benefices,  consisting 
of  a  union  of  two  or  more  parishes,  there- 
by making  each  union  consist,  on  an  ave- 
rage, of  three  parishes.  And  within  the 
same  period  there  appear  to  have  been  60 
cases  in  which  the  benefices,  as  formerly 
subsisting,  have  been  remodelled  )»y  the 
Lord-Lieutenant  and  Privy  C!oui)cil,  by 
disuniting  parishes,  or  parts  of  parishes, 
from  one  another,  and  erecting  new  bene- 
fices thereout ;  or  by  annexing  the  dis- 
united part  of  a  parish  to  an  adjoining 
benefice.  Thus,  after  fixing  as  they  may 
think  proper  the  relative  duties  of  future 
incumbents,  the  Committee  will  proceed 
to  afiix  the  income  to  be  paid  to  each  in- 
cumbent, taking  care  to  confine  it  within 
such  limits  as  every  friend  to  the  Church 
must  wish,  and  to  apportion  it  on  the  scale 
which  was  suggested  in  the  speech  of  the 
right  hon.  Baronet,  a  part  of  which  he 
had  already  read  to  the  -House.  We 
propose,  in  the  same  way,  that  in  all  those 
benefices  where  it  shaU  appear  by  the 
Report  of  the  Commissioners  of  Public 
Instruction  of  last  year,  or  by  the  evidence 
of  the  documents  on  which  that  Report 
was  founded,  that  there  will  be,  in  future, 
from  50  to  500  members  of  the  Established 
Church,  the  income  of  the  clergyman  shall 
be  fixed  at  a  sum  not  exceeding  200Z.  per 
annum.*  Where  the  number  of  Protestants 
may  vary  from  500  to  1,000,  the  income 
of  the  clergyman  is  not  to  exceed  300/. 
And  where  the  number  is  from  1,000  to 
3,000  Protestants,  the  income  is  not  to 
exceed  400/.  per  annum.  Thus  far  I  use 
the  precise  proportions  of  the  right  hon. 
Baronet,  according  as  they  stand  in  the 
speech  which  I  have  read  to  the  House ; 
but  I  add  a  little  to  his  computations  at 
each  end  of  the  scale.  The  right  hon. 
Baronet  did  not  advert  to  the  benefices  in 
which  the  number  was  below  fifty ;  and  ft 
would  not  indeed  be  consistent  with  the 
tenor  of  bis  argument  to  have  done  sp, 
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Wheraver  this  is  the  case,  I  assign  to  the 
incumbent  an  income  not  exceeding  100/.; 
thus  not  necessarily  suppressing  any  part 
of  the  benefices  which  now  exist,  but 
placing  the  incumbent  in  a  situation  cor- 
respondent to  the  exceedingly  light  duties 
which,  in  the  parishes  to  which  I  have  just 
referred,  he  will  be  called  on  to  perform, 
and  remunerating  him  in  a  manner  at  least 
as  liberal  as  they  can  be  from  the  income 
which  this  useful  body  of  men  are  now 
able  to  realise.  Where  the  members  of 
the  Established  Church  are  three  thousand 
and  upwards  (which  will  generally  occur  in 
cities),  the  amount  ofduties  being  increased, 
and  the  expenses  of  living  greater,  we  raise 
the  income  of  the  incumbent  of  such  bene- 
fices to  500/.  per  annum.  Now,  before  I 
venture  to  talk  of  any  surplus,  I  ought  in 
the  first  place  to  state  to  the  Committee 
what  I  calculate  upon  as  the  future  avail- 
able revenues  of  the  Established  Church 
of  Ireland : 

The  clerical  tithe  payable  to  the  parochial 
clergy  may  be  fairly  stated  at     .    •    £S\1J5Q0 

.1  ■ 

Remittmg  50  per  cent  leaves  rent-charge  358,050 

Ministers' money 10,000 

Primate  Boulters  Fund 5»000 

Glebe  lands  are  supposed  to  be  worth 
^9f  ,000,  and  after  deducting  ^5,500 

for  rents,  they  will  be 86,500 

Total ^459,550 

There  are  nominally  1,385  benefices  in 
Ireland,  of  these  a  considerable  number 
are  sinecure.  I  do  not  mean  that  they 
have  no  members  of  the  Established 
Churchj  but  such  as  that  no  duties  could 
be  performed  in  them,  they  being  held  by 
the  dignitaries  of  the  Church.  There  are 
also  benefices  which  cannot  be  presented 
to  according  to  the  Church  Temporalities 
Bill,  which  has  already  passed,  divine  wor- 
ship not  having  been  performed  in  them 
for  the  last  three  years.  Now,  I  admit 
that  I  give  the  power  to  the  Privy  Coun- 
cil to  constitute  new  benefices,  a  power 
which  they  are  likely  to  exercise  in  those 
instances  where  extensive  unions  of  pa- 
rishes prevail  in  Ireland.  I  think,  how- 
ever, the  number  of  benefices  may  be 
taken  at  1 ,250,  and  in  the  computation 
which  I  have  made  I  have  selected  a  high 
rate  of  expenditure. 

For  t<9  benefices,  containing  less  than  50 
membexs  of  the  Established  Church,  at 
;f  100  each,  wiU  amount  to     .    .    .    ^12,900 

For  670  benefices,  yarying  from  50  to  500 
members,  at  e£200  each      ....     134,000 

For  209  benefices,  from  500  to  1,000,  at 
.^*900each     .*•.....       6f,700 


For  188,  Tazying  £com  1,000  to  3^000,  at 
^400  each *...'. 

For  54,  containing  3,000  and  upwards,  at 
^500  each 

Allowing  glebe  to  the  value  of  «£S5  per 
annum  to  each  of  the  1,250  benefices 

Curates 


SIS 

75,200 

27,000 

31,250 
18,888 


Total 


,£381,938 


Amount  of  Church  revenue  under  pro- 
posed plan ,£459,550 

Amount  of  remuneration  to  the  clergy 
under  proposed  plan    .    •    •    •    •        361,938 

Difference  and  surplus  to  be  applied  to 
other  purposes «£97,612 

This  surplus,  it  will  be  recollected,  is 
much  larger  than  the  sum  contemplated 
last  year.  For  the  reasons  I  have  already 
stated,  this  surplus  will  be  liable  to  further 
encroachments.  And  in  calculations  with 
regard  to  which  much  will  depend  on 
future  arrangements,  it  would  be  pre- 
sumptuous to  pretend  to  perfect  accuracy. 
I  only,  thereupon,  venture  to  point  out 
the  probable  results  of  the  change  we  pro- 
pose. It  will  also  be  remembered  that  no 
part  of  the  surplus  to  be  realised  can  be- 
come available  until  existing  interests  are 
satisfied,  and  purchases  of  adrowsons 
effected,  together  with  other  charges  ap- 
pertaining to  the  plan  we  propose.  With 
this  surplus  it  is  proposed  to  deal  precisely 
as  in  the  Bill  of  last  year.  After  satisfy- 
ing all  the  ecclesiastical  uses  to  which  it  is 
to  be  applied,  the  remainder  is  to  be  paid 
into  the  consolidated  fund,  on  which  an 
immediate  fixed  charge  of  50,000/.  a  year 
is  to  be  made  for  promoting  the  religious 
and  moral  education  of  the  Irish  people. 
There  are  other  clauses  in  this  Bill,  pro- 
viding some  additional  &cilitie8  for  the 
purchase  of  perpetuities,  and  making  some 
further  additions  to  the  ecclesiastical  fund 
in  the  obvious  spirit  of  the  measure  of  last 
Session.  These  are  the  principles  of  the 
measure  which  I  now  submit  for  the  adop- 
tion of  the  House,  not  pretending  that 
there  may  not  be  (indeed,  I  myself  can 
perceive  them)  some  objections  urged  to 
certain  portions  of  the  measure ;  but  being 
thorougnly  convinced  that  without  some 
powerful  objections  no  scheme  can  be 
framed  for  remedying  the  condition  of 
affairs  with  which  you  have  now  imme- 
diately to  deal,  I  have  great  doubt  whether 
in  strict  logic  the  definition  of  the  difiicuU 
ties  which  are  to  be  encountered  in  the 
settlement  of  this  question  do  not  fall 
short  of  two  opposite  extremes— either 
that  of  keeping  up  the  Church  in  its  pre- 
sent state,   or    that   of  suppressing  the 
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^iiifl^  »  uif  iicaC  cMitMnMait  to  all 
dMrdbes,  Me  witfc  aafldier,  I  fc»e  al- 
rf!a^  stated  at  tlie  mrttet  of  07  obierr^' 
tMMM,  vhj  we  canimt  enmeflt  to  leare 
things  hi  ihetr  pmeot  gtate  \  and  if  the 
ecber  aHematrve  veie  zftst  ttu>aght  of  ft^ 
a  nuNnent,  everr  ooe  who  eoDsidered  the 
eoiMe«|DefU!e9  ef  ft9  adoipevm,  arast  adorit 
that  ft  (»a!d  not  be  attempted  to  be  carried 
into  ei^  witboot  the  greatest  diCcnhieii, 
that  rt  wonld  <ihake  the  whole  framework 
•f  societf,  and,  that  from  the  eolhaioo  of 
ojnnioiis,  aft^l  the  conflict  of  parties,  such 
an  event  would  be  attended  with  even 
worse  connequenfes  than  those  by  wbich 
the  present  condition  of  frefcuid  is  narked 
f  do  no4,  bowerer,  seek  to  dissemble  my 
opinion,  that  \i  we  amroallj'  repeat  the 
experiment  of  adjusting  and  r^olating  the 
Established  Chnrch,  without  Mnging  our 
effiirts  to  any  practical  resalt,  the  time 
win  come  (if  eren  this  experiment  be  not 
the  last)*  when  the  object  ii  oat  conflict 
will  be  ettf  ngnisbed ;  and  that  when  we 
bate  marshaled  our  opposing  forces,  we 
shall  dtscorer  oonelres  pressing  upon  a 
lifelem  oorse^  and  untenanted  armour. 
Seize  the  occasion,  I  implore  yon,  whilst  it 
is  yet  yoors.  I  do  not  deny  that  here  and 
elsewhere  yoo  will  be  able  to  bring  out  a 
large  array  of  opposing  forces ;  but  I  do 
not  believe  that  there  is  any  fortress  for 
you  to  fall  back  upon,  so  as  to  recruit  your 
strength  for  future  campaigns.  The  mea* 
sure  which  we  now  submit  is  liable,  I  ad- 
mit, to  probable  objections  in  certain  quar- 
ters, particularly  when  I  call  to  mind  that 
whilst  we  have  endeavoured  to  obviate 
mnny  of  the  grounds  of  opposition  taken 
to  our  former  measure,  we  have  not  aban- 
doned the  essential  principle,  nor,  of 
course,  consented  to  forego  its  practical 
results.  80  far  as  it  relates  to  the  present 
clergy,  it  ensures  to  them  a  secure  income 
lielow  that,  perhaps,  to  which  they  are 
now  legally  entitled,  but  far  abore  what 
thev  are  able  to  realise  from  the  good  will 
of  tne  Irish  landlord,  the  intimidation  of 
the  Irish  peasant,  or  even  the  generosity 
tK  the  British  public.  With  respect  to 
the  future,  we  do  not  propose  to  extinguish 
any  of  the  existing  ben^efices.  On  the 
contrary,  on  the  vacancy  of  any  benefice 
occurring,  this  mesiure  calls  in,  in  the  ilrst 
instance,  the  aid  of  a  competent,  friendly 
eccleiiastirnl  tribunal,  to  which  It  then 
adds  another  of  (gracious  character,  high 
authority,  and  great  dignity,  in  order  to 
ascertain  the  most  tdvisable  amngement 


'  Ibr  the  fiitore  apportionment  tsX  ecdestas- 
\  tieal  popniaCiott  and  territory,  with  a 
\  view  of  proportioiiaig  the  income  tn  the 
'  services  rendered.  This  scheme  b  not 
subject  to  the  risks  which  are  ^lit»^ 
incident  to  any  large  plan  to  be  carried 
'  into  e^ect  on  an  extensive  scale  at  once 
and  on  a  sadden.  The  working  of  this 
schen&e  most  be  a^radnal — it  most  be  car* 
ried  into  opemdon  slowly ;  no  great 
amount  of  m»chief  can  be  done  by  it  when 
the  course  of  its  proceeding  would  come 
under  the  consrant  cognizance  of  Parlia- 
ment, which  may  interpose  any  remedy  it 
thinks  proper,  supply  any  defect,  remove 
any  obstacle,  and  either  partially  *or  en- 
tirely amend  or  supersede  the  whole.  I  am 
■  not  prepared  to  contend  that  in  a  Chnrch 
'  establbhraent,  in  acoontry  under  the  most 
flvt>orable  auspices,  it  may  not  be  advisable 
,  that  there  shofild  be  great  inequality  of 
preferment.  I  do  not  deny  that  there  are 
:  some  left  in  Ireland  to  which  a  larger 
'  amount  may  be  faiHy  and  becomin«tly 
assigned ;  but  1  do  hold  the  peculiar 
position  and  present  circaasstanees  of  that 
j  country  to  be  soch,  thatweoiost  make 
I  some  sacri6ce  of  feeling  and  opinion  if  we 
wish  to  preserve  anything  of  the  form  and 
substance  of  the  Established  Chnrch. 
We  are  not  at  liberty  to  frame  and  work 
out  a  system  which  would  be  consistent 
with  our  notions  of  an  ideal  establishment 
under  the  most  favourable  circumstances ; 
but  we  must  take  the  system  which  we 
find,  and  when  we  percehre  that  it  stands 
in  alarming  and  imminent  danger  of 
being  destroyed,  preserve  the  most  we 
can  of  its  essential  spirit  and  practical 
benefits.  The  Irish  Church  has  been 
compared  to  a  Missionary  Church.  This 
measure,  while  it  does  not  diminish  the 
number  of  beneiices,  assigns  to  the  clergy 
duties  more  conformable  to  the  example 
set  by  those  to  whom  they  were  compared. 
I  mean  those  duties,  the  performance  of 
which  will  con6ne  them  to  their  own 
appropriate  circles  and  peculiar  districts, 
and  not  permit  them  to  harangue  and  to 
bewilder  in  the  cities,  the  watering  places, 
and  even  the  theatres  of  Qreat  Britain.  I 
don't  mean  to  speak  in  terms  of  censure 
of  the  clergy  generally  ;  and  if  any 
portion  of  the  inhabitants  of  Ireland  have 
a  stronger  interest  than  another  in  the 
settlement  of  this  question,  I  do  in  my  con- 
science  believe  that  class  to  be  the  clergy. 
And  notwithstanding  the  high  ecdesias* 
tical  authority  to  which  I  have  alloded  io 
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the  le^nning  of  my  obsenrations,  as  to 
my  being  influenced  by  contrary  motives/ 
when  I  perceived  such  a  sore  and  rankling 
evil  to  remain  praying  on  the  vitals  of  the 
commonityy  I  should  take  regret  and 
shame  to  myself  if  I  omitted  any  oppor- 
tunity of  endeavouring  to  remove  it. 
Amidst  all  the  elements  of  prosperity  and 
greatness  by  which  Ireland  is  characterised, 
the  worst  symptom  of  disease  under  which 
she  has  so  long  suffered,  still  continues — 
namely,  the  religbus  rancour  which  ani- 
mates the  different  creeds  to  which  her  in- 
habitants belong ;  and  happy  and  fortu* 
nate  beyond  all  the  efforts  of  legislators, 
and  all  the  skill  of  statesmen,  will  it  be, 
when,  from  all  hec  pulpits —Protestatit 
and  Catholic,  Episcopalian  and  Dissent- 
ing— they  will  be  ready  to  raise  no  longer 
any  attacks  or  fierce  denunciations  of  re- 
ciprocal errors,  but  will  enter  on  the  nobler 
and  holier  emulation  of  brotherly  forbear- 
ance and  Christian  peace.  And  it  is  with 
these  views  and  hopes,  the  hopes  of  con- 
tributing to  such  a  settlement,  that  I  now 
beg  leave  to  move,  ''  That  it  is  expedient 
to  commute  the  composition  of  tithes  in 
Ireland  into  a  rent-charge,  payable  by  the 
first  estate  of  inheritance,  and  to  make 
further  provisions  for  the  better  regulation 
of  ecclesiastical  duties/' 

Sir  Robert  Peel.  The  noble  Lord  had 
concluded  his  clear  and  able  speech  by 
moving  a  resolution,  which  from  its  terms, 
and  the  intention  with  which  it  was  sub- 
mitted, did  not,  he  apprehended,  involve 
the  House,  or  any  part  of  it,  in  the  ne- 
cessity of  expressing  its  dissent  by  a  vote. 
He  understood  the  noble  Lord,  and  the 
noble  Lord  the  Secretary  for  the  Home 
Department,  to  have  declared  on  Friday, 
that  the  resolution  to  be  submitted  to- 
night was  framed  with  a  view  of  avoiding 
a  hostile  discussion.  He  understood  the 
present  motion  as  not  pledging  the  House 
with  respect  to  any  principle,  but  merely 
to  enable  the  Government  to  bring  in  the 
Bill,  reserving  to  those  who  were  unwilling 
to  assent  to  its  details  an  entire  right  of 
protesting,  on  a  future  occasion,  against 
the  change  which  it  was  proposed  to  effect. 
That  being  the  case,  it  was  infinitely  the 
better  course  not  to  provoke  a  premature, 
and  as  it  appeared  to  him,  unavailing  dis- 
cussion, by  entering  into  the  consideration 
of  all  the  topics  embraced  in  the  noble 
Lord's  speech.  Feeling  a  necessity  of 
entering  into  a  full  discussion  hereafter, 
he  would  wait  or  that  opportunity ;  but 


)ie  waived  his  right  on  this  occasion,  with 
the  distinct  understanding  that  he  should 
then  be  prepared  to  enter  fully  into  the 
whole  of  the  principle  and  details  of  this 
measure,  and  that  his  acquiescence  in  the 
present  resolution  was  not  to  be  considered 
as  an  abandonment  of  the  objections 
which  he  had  urged  to  the  former  measure 
of  the  noble  Lord.  It  would  then  appear, 
that  in  acquiescing  in  the  present  motion, 
he  had  not  waived  any  one  of  the  objec- 
tions he  had  formerly  urged  to  the  mea- 
sure. The  noble  Lord,  in  the  course  of  his 
speech,  appealed  to  him  personally  on  one 
or  two  points,  to  answering  which  he  should 
confine  his  present  remarks.  In  the  first 
place,  the  noble  Lord  asked  whether 
the  answer  which  had  been  given  to  his 
question  on  Friday  last  was  considered  by 
him  as  equivalent  to  an  expression  of  his 
departure  from  the  pledge  which  had  been 
given  last  year  respecting  the  appropria- 
tion of  the  surplus  funds  of  the  Church  of 
Ireland.  He  was  bound  to  say,  that  on  the 
answer  the  noble  Lord  gave  he  did  not  put 
any  such  construction.  Neither  did  he  con- 
sider that  the  promise  of  the  noble  Lord  to 
submit  a  mere  formal  resolution  implied  that 
his  Majesty's  Government  were  prepared 
to  abandon  their  former  principles.  At  the 
same  time,  he  could  not  help  feeling  that 
there  was  something  in  the  expressions 
used  by  the  noble  Lord  that  night  as  to 
the  inability  of  the  Government  "  to  shake 
off"  the  engagement  into  which  it  had 
entered — there  was  something  in  the  ex- 
pressive and  significant  action  with  which 
that  expression  was  accompanied,  form- 
ed, according  to  the  models  of  the 
ablest  orators,  that  did  convince  him 
that  thc'  noble  Lord  would  have  fled 
if  he  could  from  the  embarrassment  of 
his  position.  The  noble  Lord's  manner 
and  appearance,  during  that  part  of  the 
speech,  reminded  him  forcibly  of  the 
graphic  picture  drawn  by  Horace,  when 
he  wished  to  get  rid  of  a  troublesome 
ally— 

Demitto  auriculas  ut  unique  mentis  assrilus, 
Cum  gravius  dorsa  subiit  onus 

He  trusted  the  noble  Lord  would  not 
consider  him  as  intending  to  apply  to  him 
any  expression  in  the  slightest  degree 
offensive.  The  noble  Lord  could  not 
imagine  for  a  moment  that  he  entertained 
such  a  meaning,  when  he  called  to  mind 
that  Horace  addressed  the  expression 
which  he  quoted  to  himself.  He  could 
well  believe  that  the  noble  Lord  was  very 
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incambrance,  bat  he  foand  hiniBelf  in  a 
state  wfiich  rendered  it  impoMible  for  him 
to  make  the  attempt  with   any  chance  of 
snccesi.     The  second  reference  which  the 
noble  Lord  in  his  able  speech  made  to  him, 
and  which  he  then  felt  called  upon  to  no- 
tice, was  to  a  speech  of  his,  an  extract  from 
which  the  noble   Lord  had  read.     With 
the  respect  which  he  entertained  for  the 
noble  Lord's  attainments  and  abilities,  be 
did  feel  some  regret  at  bein^  compelled 
to   disown  the  justness  of  the  enlo0;inm 
which   the  noble   Lord  had   proooonced 
upon  him.     The  noble  Lord  had  expressed 
a  great  wish  to  acrommodate  bis  Bill  to 
some  principles   laid  down  by  him,  and 
had  referred  to  a  speech  which  he  i  Sir  R. 
Peel)  had  made  in  the  coarse  of  the  last 
Session   of   Parliament,    exoltin^  in  the 
prospect  that,  without  alarming  his  own 
friends  and  supporters,  he  had  been  ena- 
bled to  embody  in  his  Bill  the  Talaable 
snggestions  which  he  (Sir  R.  Peel)  had 
thrown  oat.      He  held  in  bis  hand  the 
speech  in  question,  and,  as  to  appropriate 
to  one's  self  the  merits  which  jostty  be- 
longed to  another  would  be,  manifestly,  al- 
most an  act  of  dishonesty,  he  was  pre- 
pared thas  generoQsly,  and  on  the  instant, 
to  relinqaish  all  the  praise  which  tbe  noble 
Lord  bad  so  laTishly  bestowed  apon  him, 
and  to  gi?e  it  up  to  its  proper  owners.    It 
was  qnite  true  that  on   the  occasion  in 
question  he  bad  stated,  in  directing  argu- 
ments against  the   Bill   then   before  the 
Honse,    that  he  would  assume  the  prin- 
ciple of  its  supporters  to  be  correct ;  that 
he  vrould  attempt  to  show  that,  in  con- 
formity with   their  own   principles,  they 
had   no    surplus    to    appropriate;    and, 
therefore,  the  pretence  of  having  a  surplus 
to  appropriate  was  only  broo^t  forward 
to  relieve  them  from  tbe  pressing  poliucal 
difficulty  in  which  they  were  involved  on 
account  of   their    unwise  engagements. 
But  he  never  meant,  in  the  course  of  urg- 
ing that  argument,  to  state  that  it  was  his 
plan,  or  that  if  it  were  adopted  it  would 
afford  him  entire  or  onquahfied  satisfac- 
ti6n ;  and,  in  order  to  leave  no  doubt  on 
the  matter — to  show  the  danger  which  he 
had  had  frequent  occasion  to  point  out, 
arising  from  partial  quotations,  he  would 
perform  the  generous  part  which  he  had 
promised  to  act,  and  would  give  to  the 
proper  owners  the  merits  which  belonged 
to  them.    The  part  of  the  speech  which 
the  noble  Lord  had  qiuoted,  referred  to  the 


division  which  he  (Shr  R.  Peei)  had 
posed ;  but  betbre  he  came  to  that  divi* 
sion,  he  had.  La  order  to  piedode  the  pas* 
sibiiity  of  that  nnaoonception  into  which 
tbe  noble  Lord  had  unwarily  fallen^  ex* 
pre»ly  said  and  repeated^  that  he  took  the 
data  of  the  Government.  His  wonis  then 
were,  '^  Now,  as  I  have  already  stated^  I 
wish  to  arsnie  this  question  on  the  nanov 
grounds  which  bis  Alageaty's  GovenuneBl 
have  affiiided  me,  I  wish  to  disciUB  this 
measure  on  thoK  principiea  isayinefl  by 
tbe  King's  Govemmest  itself,  admitting 
for  the  sake  of  acgament  thoae  principles 
to  be  coxreet,  and  that  my  own  views  are 
erroneous*  I  take  this  comae  solely  for  this 
reason,  that  I  can  a&rd  to  make  the  coos- 
cession,  and  having  made  it,  I  can  show 
that  the  Ministers  are,  on  their  own  paor- 
ciples,  and  with  tbeit  own  admisMona, 
bound  to  accede  to  my  motion*  Azgnmg 
from  their  own  evidence.^  I  can  show  that 
there  is  no  sorplos  to  distribute^  and^  ac- 
cording to  their  own  principles,  therefore^ 
they  are  bound  not  to  sanction  any  aliesft-* 
tion  of  the  revenues  of  the  Irish  Chuch.'^ 
These  ofaaecvations  had  preeeded  his  re- 
marks on  the  division  of  benefices  which, 
the  noble  Lord  had  quoted,  and  he  had 
afterwards  said,  ^*  T  may  be  asked  why  I 
have  aatmBed  200/.  aa  the  miniawnn  in 
the  scale  of  allowance  to  be  made  to  panK 
chial  ministefs  ?  My  answer  is,  not  oa 
any  vague  aasomption  of  my  own,  hot  oa 
the  facts  and  recorded  declarations  of  the 
authors  and  sopporters  of  the  preaett  BilL 
The  estimate  is  thdis,  not  min&  I  maf 
think  200/.  (as  I  do  think  it)  a  y^j  ia» 
sufficient  provision — but  I  am  arguing 
tbroogfaont  on  the  principles  of  my  oppo- 
nents, and  claiming  th»r  support  of  my 
proposal  on  those  prindpies.  The  Church 
Temporalities'  Bill  assumes  that  200/.  a 
year  Is  the  lowest  sum  which  on^^t  to  be 
paid  as  a  stipend  to  any  clergyman  who 
has  the  care  not  of  a  b&i^Lcefaiit  of  a  parislu 
I  find  that  opinion  confinned  by  all  the 
authorities  which  I  have  been  able  to  con* 
suit  upon  the  snbiect.''t  He  had  then  Ba» 
ferred  to  the  authorities  favourable  to  his 
division — namdy,  Mr.  Litdeton,  a  Roman 
Catholic  gentleman  named  Finn,  and  Mc 
Perrin ;  and  had  concluded  by  asking, 
^*  now  have  I  not  proved,  not  upon  vague 
reaaooioga,  not  apon  genoai  aaanrnptions. 


*  Hansaid^s  Pariiamentaiy 
xxix.  p.  807. 
t  Ibid.  fol.zziaupp.810»8tt 
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buty  as  I  have  said  that  I  would^  out  of 
the  admissions  of  the  noble  Lord  and 
his  supporters,  that  the  House  ought  to 
allot  to  Ministers  in  benefices  where  there 
is  a  church  or  where  there  is  a  congre- 
gation of  more  than   fifty    Protestants 
of  the  Established   Church  at  the  very 
least  200/.  or  250/.  a  year  as  the  minimum 
of  stipend.'"'*  That  was  the  whole  scope  of 
his  argument  upon  the  occasion  referred 
to  by  the  noble  Lord,  and,  therefore,  the 
noble  Lord  must  not  expect  that  he  had 
any  right  to  claim  his  support,  even  to  the 
limited  proposition  now  brought  forward, 
because  he  had  made  a  partial  quotation 
from  his  (Sir  R.  Peel's)  speech.     The 
praise  which  the  noble  Lord  had  given 
him  was  doubtless  meant  as  the  reward  of 
merit,  though  fully  unmerited  ;  the  noble 
Lord  had  too  much  delicacy  to  pass  that 
unqualified  eulogium  upon  his  own  imme- 
diate supporters;    and  therefore  he  had 
very  skilfully  given  him  (Sir  R.  Peel^  the 
whole  credit  of   the  proposal.    With  a 
liberality  proportioned  to  the  desire  which 
he  should  have  had  to  retain  the  noble 
Lord's  panegyric,  had  he  deserved  it,  he 
now  restored  it  to  the  quarter  to  which  it 
belonged.  In  conclusion,  he  would  repeat, 
that  it  not  being  his  object  to  provoke  a 
discussion  on  the  present  occasion,    he 
should  reserve  to  himself  the  opportunity 
of  recording  his  sentiments  at  a  future 
time ;  he  would  therefore  fulfil  the  engage- 
ment which  he  had  entered  into,  and  ab. 
stain  from  referring  to  one  detail.     If  he 
did  refer  to  one  detail  he  might  lead  to  an 
inference  that  he  assented  to  others ;  and 
wishing  to  take  a  complete  view  of  the 
question,  and  making  no  concession  what- 
ever of  the  great  principle  on  which  he,  in 
common  with  his  friends,  had  stood  on  the 
last  occasion,  he  would  not  refuse  his 
formal  consent  to  this  formal  motion,  and 
they  might  have  a  full  and  unreserved 
discussion  hereafter. 

Mr.  Bingham  Baring^  in  reply  to  the 
allusion  which  had  been  made  to  him  by  the 
noble  Lord,  begged  leave  to  say,  that  a 
part  of  his  suggestions  only  had  been 
adopted,  and  that  the  noble  Lord  had 
destroyed  its  usefulness  by  embodying  in 
it  a  principle  of  his  own.  Ministers 
seemed  resolved  to  stop  all  business,  un- 
less they  could  induce  Parliament  to 
adopt  a  principle  which  would  under* 
mine  all  the  property  of  the  country. 

Lord    Stanley  said,  that  the    surplus 
*  Hansard,  vol.xxix.  p.  813. 
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which  his  noble  Friend  expected  to  have 
paid  at  once  into  the  consolidated  fund 
amounted  to  97,000/.;  of  that  sum 
50,000/.  was  to  be  charged  at  once  for 
the  moral  and  religious  education  of  all 
classes  of  the  community.  He  wished, 
before  he  went  further,  to  ask  his  noble 
Friend  what  he  proposed  to  do  with  the 
balance  of  47,000/.,  which  would  remain 
unappropriated  ? 

Viscount  Morpeth  replied,  that  for  some 
considerable  time  to  come  there  could  be 
no  surplus  under  this  head.  He  and  the 
Government  with  which  he  was  associated, 
never  could  and  never  would  be  parties  to 
its  appropriation  to  any  but  religious  pur- 
poses; it  should  be  devoted,  in  conjunc- 
tion with  the  sum  of  50,000/.  already 
alluded  to,  to  the  religious  and  moral 
education  of  the  people. 

Lord  Stanley  proceeded  to  observe, 
that  it  was  his  intention  to  adopt  the 
example  set  by  his  right  hon.  Friend  near 
him,  and  to  abstain  from  entering,  upon 
the  present  occasion,  upon  the  general 
question  before  the  House.  Of  course, 
he  retained  the  whole  of  the  objections 
which  he  had  so  frequently  and  so 
earnestly  pressed  with  regard  to  the  prin- 
ciple of  appropriation,  and  he  would  only 
say,  that  tne  speech  he  had  just  heard, 
proved  to  him  clearly,  not  only  that  the 
House  had  adopted  the  principle  of  ap- 
propriation unnecessarily,  but  that  the 
noble  Lord  felt  himself  compelled,  for  the 
purpose  of  creating  a  surplus,  to  do  that 
which  he  was  convinced  the  noble  Lord 
himself  believed  to  be  an  injustice  and  a 
hardship.  In  the  opinion  that  it  was 
extremely  desirable  to  come  to  a  final 
settlement  of  the  Church  question,  he 
entirely  agreed  with  his  noble  Friend ;  but 
he  could  not  agree  with  those  of  that  House 
who,  allowing  that  it  was  practicable  to 
make  such  an  alteration  in  the  law  as, 
while  it  should  prove  generally  satis- 
factory, would  not  require  any  Members 
of  the  Legislature  to  violate  principles 
which  they  held  to  be  sacred,  contended 
that  it  was  far  from  being  desirable  to  do 
so,  and  that,  no  matter  how  useless  or 
superfluous  Uie  adoption  of  the  principle 
might  prove,  it  was  incumbent  upon  the 
Legislature  to  assert  the  right  of  Parlia- 
ment to  deal  as  it  pleased  with  the  sur- 
plus, or,  more  properly  speaking,  contin- 
g:ent  surplus  revenues  of  the  Church. 
What,  in  point  of  fact,  was  the  gravamen 
of  the  noble  Lord's  argument?     It  was 
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this : — *•  Feeling  strongly  as  we  do,**  ob- 
served the  noble  Lord,  **  that  it  is  the 
object  of  both  sides  of  the  House  to  come 
to  an  early  settlement  of  this  question, 
agreeing  as  we  do  in  that  object,  aware  as 
we  are  that  it  is  an  object,  in  the  expedi- 
ency of  which  both  branches  of  the  Legis- 
lature concur;  we,  the  Government,  tell 
you  that  we  will  not  attempt  to  reform 
the  Irish  Church,  unless  yoa  acquiesce 
with  us  in  the  principle  of  appropriating 
its  surplus  revenues  to  such  purposes  as 
we  may  decide  upon/'  And  on  what  did 
that  surplus  depend  ?  It  depended  upon 
the  reduction  of  the  income  of  every  cler- 
gyman below  500/.,  which  500/.  was  only 
to  be  earned  by  a  close  attendance  upon  a 
congregation  of  three  thousand  souls. 
The  evil  in  the  Church  Establishment, 
throughout  a  great  portion  of  Ireland, 
being  the  immense  extent  of  the  benefices, 
the  noble  Lord,  for  the  sole  and  avowed 
purpose  of  creating  a  surplus,  proposed 
to  reduce  the  number  of  those  benefices 
from  1,380,  containing  a  proportion  of 
souls  admitted  to  be  moch  too  large  for 
the  due  performance  of  the  clerical  duties 
to  1,260,  necessarily  containing  a  much 
larger  proportion.  In  other  words,  the 
evil  being  that  the  clergy  had  too  large  a 
flock  to  attend  to,  the  noble  Lord  pro- 
posed as  a  remedy  a  measure  by  which 
those  flocks  must  of  necessity  be  con- 
siderably increased.  It  was,  however,  to 
his  mind  quite  clear,  that  if  the  Govern- 
ment  left  to  every  Irish  clergyman  for  the 
support  of  himself  and  his  family,  and  for 
the  necessary  distribution  of  charity 
amon^  his  parishioners,  the  miserable  pit- 
tance the  noble  Lord  proposed,  the  mt- 
nimum  being  175/.  and  the  maximum 
575/ ,  that  the  whole  of  the  surplus  upon 
which  he  calculated  would  be  altogether 
absorbed.  By  clinging,  therefore,  to  an 
imaginary  surplus— by  clinging  to  the 
prinriple  of  appropriation  in  regard  to  a 
surp)u<«  which  could  only  be  made  avail- 
able by  the  adoption  of  a  course  calcu- 
lated to  increase  the  evil  of  the  existing 
system,  his  Majesty's  Government  were 
about  taking  that  course  which  must 
effectually  prevent  the  two  branches  of 
the  Legislature  from  coming  to  the  so- 
murh-destred  settlement  of  this  question. 
How  far  they  were  justified  in  encoonter- 
ing  such  a  responsibility — such  an  awful 
refiponsibility— he  must  term  it — he  must 
leave  to  themselves  and  their  cooKiences 
to  say. 


Lord  John  Ruisell :  Mj  noble  Friend^ 
I  am  quite  of  opinion,  is  ready  to  agree  in 
the  course  of  conduct  suggested  by  the  right 
hon.  Baronet,  and  to  allow,  that  upon  this 
formal  motion  a  discussion  of  the  general 

Siuestion  should  not  take  place;  but  un- 
brtunately  he  is  unable  to  repress  his  in* 
dignation  at  the  notion  of  the  revenues  of 
the  Irish  clergy  being  in  any  respect  rendered 
proportionate  to  the  duties  they  shall  have 
to  perform.  What,  in  point  of  fact,  is 
the  grievance? — that  great  and  dreadful 
grievance  against  which  my  noble  Friend 
has  protested,  and  to  which,  in  terms  of 
such  combined  alarm  and  wrath,  he  has 
called  the  indignation  of  the  Commons  of 
England  ?  Why,  simply,  that  a  clergyman 
having  to  attend  to  3,000  parishioners, 
should  not  have  more  than  500/.  a-year. 
Now  let  us  for  a  moment  conader  wbat 
hitherto  was  the  state  of  these  clergymen — 
of  that  body  of  which  my  noble  Friend  has 
been  so  long  the  ardent  and  enthusiastic 
defender?  What  is  the  case  as  regarded 
those  clergymen  brought  out  by  the  discus- 
sions of  last  year  ?  Was  it  not  most  dearlj 
proved  on  the  testimony  of  more  than  one 
individual,  that  in  many  instances  there 
were  absentee  clergymen  receiving  from 
their  livings  800/.  and  900/.  a-year,  while 
the  superintendence  of  their  parishes  was 
committed  to  a  curate  receiving  not  more 
than  75/.  a-year.  Sir,  such  was  the  state 
of  things  which  was  permitted,  and  con- 
tinued even  after  the  Reform  of  the  Church  of 
Ireland,  and  now  that  my  noble  Friend  near 
me  proposes,  that  there  shall  in  future  be 
some  proportion  between  the  income  to  he 
received  and  the  duties  to  be  performed  by 
the  clergy,  up  starts  my  noble  Friend 
opposite,  and  in  a  speech  of  greBt  brevity, 
but  proportionate  acerbity,  plainly  evinces 
that  the  very  idea  of  such  a  proposition 
excites  his  indignation,  and  calls  for  the  ex- 
pression of  his  determined  hostility.  If 
not  in  words,  in  substance  at  least,  my 
noble  Friend  tells  us,  he  cannot  bear  that 
the  stipend  of  the  Irish  clergy  should  he  in 
proportion  to  the  duties  they  shall  have  to 
perform ;  and  so  alarming  in  his  eyes  is  the 
idea  of  such  a  proposition  that  he  finds  it 
impossible  to  wait  for  that  discussion  which 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  promises  shall  take 
place  upon  the  general  question-^-a  discus* 
sion  which  I  have  no  doubt,  as  far  as  that 
right  hon.  Gentleman  is  ooncemed»  will  be 
conducted  with  all  that  temper  and  discre- 
tion for  which  he  is  so  remarkable — but, 
upon  the  occasion  of  a  merely  formal  reso- 
lutioQi  my  noUe  Friend  starts  up  to  tell 


j»d 


TkhH  f  Ireland.) 


{kmt  2^}       JRegisimHdn  of  Voters.       230 


his  Miifesty*^  Govennnent,  that  by  rapport*- 
ing  thii  alarming  proposition,  they  are 
likely  to  endanger  the  settlement  of  the 
Iri^  Church  questioq.  Douhtless  it  is 
through  a  desire  to  show  off  hy  the  force  of 
contrast  the  temperance  and  unassuming 
hearing  of  his  right  hon.  Colleague  in 
oppoaition,  that  my  nohle  Friend  upon 
every  possible  occasion  enacts  the  Hotspur 
of  his  party.  It  is  clear  he  has  closely 
studied  the  character,  and  so  admirably  has 
he  caught  up  the  picture  which  Shakspeare 
drew,  that  there  seldom  passes  an  occasion 
upon  which  tlie  hot^headedness  of  his  de- 
clamation fails  to  get  the  better  of  his  reason, 
and  make  him  diverge  from  that  more 
natural  course  which  the  more  prudent  and 
less  impetuous  leader  of  his  party  prescribes. 
Upon  this  principle,  and  on  this  principle 
alone,  can  I  account  for  the  noble  Lord's 
refusing  to  postpone  his  observations  until 
the  measure  before  the  House  comes  to  a 
more  regular  debate  and  discussion.  For 
my  part  I  shall  wait  for  that  debate.  I 
think  it  ia  wise  and  prudent  to  reserve  the 
discussion  until  we  can  go  into  all  the 
details,  and  see  whether  or  not  the  plan 
which  my  noble  Friend  proposes  is  feasible 
and  proper  for  our  adoption.  Before  I  sit 
down  I  must  say,  I  fully  admit  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite,  that  he  did  not  in 
submitting  to  us  toe  proposition  alluded  to 
by  my  noble  Friend,  offer  it  as  a  propo- 
sition good  in  itself,  and  in  accordance  with 
the  principles  he  entertains,  but  rather  as  a 
proposition  which,  if  our  principles  were  to 
he  adopted,  was  better  than  the  proposition 
of  the  previous  year.  I  must,  however,  say, 
I  think  my  noble  Friend  near  me  was 
jQstified  in  asserting,  that  in  one  respect  the 
authority  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet  was 
with  him — conceding  the  principle  of  appro- 
priation ;  a  principle  which  I  and  my  col- 
leagues never  wiidi  to  shrink  from,  or  to 
parry— a  principle  which  we  think  it  both 
wise  and  proper  to  maintain,  because  it  is 
one  on  which  we  believe  the  future  happi- 
ness of  Ireland  must  depend.  Conceding, 
I  say,  the  principle  of  appropriation,  I  main- 
tain  my  noble  Friend  was  justified  in  ap- 
pealing to  the  former  speeches  of  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  to  sh^w  that  as  far  as  his 
oiHnion  went,  the  plan  we  now  propose  is 
wiser  than  that  we  formerly  contemplated. 
I  do  not  further  wish  to  enter  into  this 
discussion,  nor  should  I  have  at  all  risen 
upon  the  present  occasion,  but  that  I  felt  it 
was  incumbent  on  me  not  to  leave  the 
manner  in  which  the  noble  Lord's  observa- 
tions were  delivered,  unnoticed. 


Lord  SianUy  did  not  rise  to  reply  to 
any  of  the  noble  Lord's  Hotspur  allu- 
sions, which  had  clearly  resulted  from  the 
quotation  he  had  made  some  evenings 
past,  but  which  he  had  long  since  dis- 
missed from  his  recollection.  He  only 
rose  to  observe,  that  the  noble  Lord  had 
completely  misstated  his  argument.  He 
was  far  from  objecting  to  an  appropriation 
of  the  revenues  of  the  Church,  in  propor- 
tion to  the  duties  performed,  to  the 
clergy.  All  he  had  meant  to  say  was, 
that  for  the  purpose  of  establishing  a  prin- 
ciple, which  it  was  probable  would  never 
be  called  into  operation,  his  Majesty's 
Government  were  materially  embarrassing 
a  question  upon  the  speedy  and  satisfac- 
tory  settlement  of  which  so  much  depended. 

Mr.  Finch  wished  to  know  whether 
the  surplus  revenue  was  to  be  applied  to 
the  religious  and  moral  education  of  the 
Protestant  community  exclusively,  or  of 
the  community  generally  ? 

Lord  Morpeth  z  It  is  to  be  applied  to 
the  moral  and  religious  education  of  all 
classes  of  the  community  without  'listinc- 
tion  of  sect. 

Mr.  F.  Bnxton  wished  to  know  whether, 
in  the  event  of  the  increase  or  the  exten- 
sion of  the  Protestant  religion  in  Ireland, 
any  provision  was  made  for  the  propor- 
tionate increase  of  the  Church  Establish- 
ment? 

Lord  Morpeth  replied,  that  power 
would  be  given  to  the  Privy  Council  to 
meet  such  an  event. 

Mr.  Finch  asked,  if  be  waa  to  under- 
stand from  the  noble  Lord's  reply  to  the 
last  question,  that  if  in  a  pariah  where 
there  were  now  but  300  or*  400  Protest- 
ants, the  number  were  to  increase  to  600 
or  700,  the  Privy  Council  would  be  em- 
powered to  proportionally  increase  the 
number  of  clergy  \ 

Lord  Morpeth  :  Certainly.  The  Privy 
Council  will  have  power  to  make  pro- 
vision for  such  a  case. 

The  resolution  was  agreed  to,  and  the 
House  resumed. 

The  Report  was  brought  up,  and  a  Bill 
founded  on  the  Resolution  was  ordered  to 
be  brought  in. 

Registration  of  Voters.]  OntheMo- 
tion  of  the  Attorney  General,  the  House 
resolved  itself  into  a  Committee  on  the  Re- 
gistration of  Voters  Bill.  Several  clauses 
were  agreed  to. 

12 


235 


Munidpdl  Reform 


{LORDS}  (Ireland)  Cammitlee.  236 


But  although  he  stated,  on  their  part,  that 
they  not  only  did  not  decline  inquiry,  but 
that  they  eourted    investigation   into  the 
management  of  the   corporate   funds,  a1. 
though    he  stated  that  they  claimed  for 
themselves  the  right  to  show  that  they  had 
not  abused  the  trust  reposed  in  them,  and 
that  they  expressed  an  anxious  hope  that 
an  opportunity  would  be  afforded  to  enable 
them  to  prove  that  they  had  complied  with 
the  terms  on  which  the  funds  were  con-> 
fided  to  their  care,  still  it  should  be  remem- 
bered that  he  did  not  recommend  any  such 
])roceeding,  because  he  understood  that  no 
person  was  anxious  to  continue  the  existing 
system.  He  had,  therefore,  alleged  nothing 
against  the  Commissioners.     Indeed,  hav- 
ing had  more  than  one  opportunity  of  see- 
ing how  the  gentlemen  employed  on  the 
Commission  conducted  themselves,  he  felt 
that  he  had  not  the  least  reason  to  com- 
])lain  of  the  manner  in  which  they  had  de- 
ported tliemselves.      In  consequence  of  a 
family  connection  with  more  than  one  bo- 
rough he  had  tendered  his  evidence  to  the 
Commissioners  of  municipal  inquiry,  and  he 
was  perfectly  satisfied  with  their  courtesy 
and  their  candour  as  well  as  with  the  whole 
spirit  of  their  proceedings.     He  had  been 
compelled  to  detain  their  Lordships  for  a 
few  moments  on  this  point,  because  he  felt 
it  necessary  to  state  what  his  sentiments 
were  with  respect  to  it.    There  was  ano- 
ther part  of  the  observations  of  the  noble 
Viscount  to  which  he  should  now  refer. 
The  noble  Viscount  had  said,  that  there  was 
no  necessity  to  go  into  a  history  of  the 
objects  for  which  the  Irish  Corporations 
were  originally  created,  because  they  were 
not  only  inefficient  to  effect  the  objects  that 
were  originally  contemplated,  but  that  a 
system  had  grown  up  which  totally  disqua- 
lified them  &om  being  in  any  respect  use- 
ful.    He,  however,  thought,  that  before 
they  proceeded  to  the  immediate  matter  of 
discussion  for  to-night,  it  would  be  well  if 
they  attended  a  little  to  that  subject.     He 
would  say,  "  let  us  look  to  the  original  con- 
stitution of  the  Irish  Corporations.     Let 
us  not  deceive  ourselves    by  the  general 
clamour  that  has  been  raised  against  them, 
and  the  blame  that  has  been  cast  on  them." 
No  man  could  say  but  that  the  Irish  Cor- 
porations were  created  for  purposes  totally 
distinct  from  those  of  the    Corporations 
in    Great    Britain— that    the  objects    to 
be    answered     bv    each  were    not     the 
same.     Looking  to  the  means  given  for  the 
attainment  of  those  objects,  it  was  only 
{ustice  to  thoae  who  preceded  us,  and  to 
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and  to  point  out  what  really  were  the  ofb- 
jects  to  effect  which  those  corporations  were 
first  instituted.     It  was  plain,  if  they  look- 
ed at  the  Report,  and  still  more  evident 
when  they  compared  the  fact  with  history, 
that  those  Corporations  were  first  planted 
to  induce  English  settlers  to  establish  them, 
selves  in  Ireland,  in  order  to  supply  the 
want  of  English  law  and  of  English  civili. 
zation  in  that  country.     The  charters  were 
originally  directed  to  the  King's  English 
subjects  resident  in   Ireland,      The    first 
charter  was  directed  "  To  the  King's  niti- 
2ens  of  Bristol  resident  in  Dublin."    That 
was  the  charter  of  Henry  2nd,  in  which  he 
was  styled  Fitz- Empress,  and  was  given 
after  his  first  invasion  of  Ireland.     One  of 
the  first  duties  of  these  Corporations  was  to 
keep  watch  and  ward  against  the  native 
Irish.     Recollecting,  as  he  did,  what  the 
state  of  Ireland  was,  up  to  the  reign  of 
Queen  Elizabeth — recollecting,  that  all  the 
Lords  of  the  Pale  were  then  Catholic — 
recollecting,  that  all  the  property  of  Ii-eland 
was  then  Catholic — ^recollecting,  also,  that 
in  settling  Ulster  the  object  was  to  create 
Protestant  Corporations,  in  order  to  create 
Protestant  ascendancy  in  Ireland,  he  was 
surprised  to  hear  it  asserted,  as  it  had  been 
asserted  elsewhere,  that  these  Corporations 
had  not  been  created  for  Protestant  pur- 
poses.    A  decisive  proof  of  the  purposes  for 
which  the  Corporations  of  Ireland  were 
created,  was  to  be  seen  in  that  portion  of 
the  Report  which  related  to  the  Corpora- 
tion   of   Londonderry.       The     franchises 
granted   to   the   corporate?  boroughs   were 
confined   to    electoral    and    parliamentary 
franchises.     The  Re^iort  showed  to  what 
an  extent  that  principle  was  carried.     The 
borough  of  Longford  or  Granard,  he  forgot 
which,  was  granted  to  the  Earl  of  Longford 
of  that  day  in  a  charter  which  gave  him,  a 
Peer  of  Ireland,  the  power  of  sending  two 
burgesses  to  the  Irisn  House  of  Commons. 
It  had  been  said,  tliat  Protestant  ascendancy 
could  not  have  been  the  object  contemplated 
on  the  creation  of  the  Irish  Corporations, 
because,  at  the  time  of  tlieir  creation.  Ca- 
tholics were  eligible  to   Parliament    and 
office  was  open  to  them.  Now  it  was  exactly 
because  Parliament  and  office  were  accessi- 
ble to  Catholics,  that  those  who  wished  to 
have  English  ascendancy  in  the  Irish  Par. 
liament  created  these   new  Corporations. 
In  one  of  the  histories  of  Ireland,  the  two 
parties  into  which  that  country  was  at  that 
time  divided,   were  distinguished   as  the 
English  party  and  as  the  Recusant  party. 
A  great  effort  l\^d  been  made  in  the  Irish 
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resist  the  admission  of  the  Hepresentatives 
o£  the  newly-created  boroughs.     On  one 
occasion,  there  was  a  bitter  struggle  between 
them  respecting  the  choice  of  Speaker.   Sir 
John  Everard  was  the  candidate  for  the 
Speakership,    supported    by   the    Catholic 
party,  and  Sir  John  Davis  was  the  candi- 
date supported  by  the  Representatives  of 
those  boroughs  who  were  strongly  charac- 
terised in  a  remonstrance  of  the  Catholics 
of  that  day  addressed  to  the  Throne.     Sir 
John  Davis,  however,  was  confirmed  by  the 
English   or   Government  party;    and  he 
could    not    mention    his    name    without 
noticing  that  he  was  distinguished  both  as 
a  lawyer  and  an  historian,  while  he  was 
one  of  the  most  impartial  statesmen  ever 
seen   in   Ireland.     To  him,   Ireland  was 
indebted  for  many  improvements  in  her 
laws  and  her  polity.    He  had  gone  into 
these  details  to  show  that,  however  defec- 
tive the  constitution  of  these  Corporations 
might  now  appear,  still  their  character  and 
constitution    and  the  avowed   object   for 
which  they  were  established,  parallel  much 
of  what  their  Lordships  were  disposed  to 
condemn.     The  noble  Viscount  had,  there- 
fore, acted  with  great  propriety,  and  with 
prudence  in  not  raising  up  or  re-affirming 
all  those  imputations  against  the  Corpora- 
tions which  the  opportunity  might   have 
suggested.    The  noble   Viscount  has  re- 
ferred, with  justice,  to  that  act  of  the  Irish 
Parliament  which,  by  relieving  from  the 
obligation  of  residence  the    members  of 
corporate  bodies,  made  the  Parliamentary 
franchise  itself  the  absolute  property  of 
individuals  and  of  families.     He  alluded  to 
the  Act  introduced  by  Mr.  Ponsonby  (com- 
monly called  the  Newtown  Act),  by  which 
residence  was  dispensed  with  altogether. 
The  character  of  corporate  property  was 
still  further  affirmed — {he  vindicated  it  not) 
— ^by  the  last  Act  of  the  Parliament  of  Ire- 
land, giving  compensation  to  individuals 
for  tlie   franchise   which    they  possessed.  | 
Again,  he  vindicated  it  not ;  yet,  let  him 
observe  that,  as  the  first  was  a  measure 
which,  no  one  at  the  present  day  would 
dream  of  proposing,  so  the  latter,  which  no 
Minister  would  now  dare  to  suggest,  and 
no  Parliament  would,  for  an  instant  tolerate, 
was  yet  the  means  by  which  the  Act  of 
Union,  which  could  not  otherwise  have 
been  carried,  was  at  last  successfully  accom- 
plished.    Having  adverted  to  these  points, 
with  a  view  to  disembarrass  the  question 
of  considerations  which  were  not  regularly 
before  their  Lordships,  he  should  proceed 
to  the  proposition  <^  the  noble  Viscount, 
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I  which    it    had    been    recommended.     He 
would  state  to  their  Lordships  his  grounds 
of  dissent  from  that  part  of  the  proposition 
which  was  alone  debatable  at  present,  and 
should  lay  before  them  suggestions  for  that 
plan  which,  in  the  opinion  of  himself  and 
others  of  his   noble  Friends,   was   better 
calculated  to  meet  the  necessities  of  the 
case.    Admitting,  then,  to  the  full  extent 
the  evils  which  the  noble  Viscount  had 
enumerated — not  being  desirous  to  shield 
anybody    from    the    responsibility    which 
ought  to  belong  to  all  public  functionaries 
— being  desirous  to  abolish  and  abrogate 
for  ever  that  state  of  society  in  which  the 
people  of  Ireland  now  lived,   and  which 
created  civil  jealousy,  religious  animosity, 
and    political  excitement, — he  wished   to 
avow  his  readiness  to  participate  in  extin- 
guishing for  ever  the  existing  Corporations 
of  Ireland.     Whatever  doubt  there  might 
be  as  to  how  far  the  delinquency  of  the 
Corporations    was    established,    no    man, 
whatever  were  his  prejudices,  had  ventured 
to  defend  the  continuance  of  the  exclusive 
system  which  those  Corporations  fostered 
now  that  Catholic  Emancipation  had  been 
conceded,  and  had  been  followed  by  the 
measure  of  Parliamentary  Reform.      His 
friends,  as  well  as  himself,  were  prepared 
to  go  with  the  noble  Viscount  to  the  full 
extent  of  the  abolition  of  the  existing  Cor. 
porations.     He,  therefore,  hoped  it  would 
not  be  said,  either  in  that  House  or  else- 
where, that  they  had  been  found  either 
deaf  or  unwilling  to  the  reform  of  abuses. 
Still,  in  joining  the  noble  Viscount  in  the 
first  part  of  the  reform  which  he  called  for, 
and  in  joining  him  in  applying  a  remedy  to 
the  vices  and  misfortunes  of  the  exclusive 
system,  and  to  the  unfortunate  spirit  which 
was  generated  by   it,    he    thought    that 
they    had    a    right    to    ask     the     noble 
Viscount  not  to  create  under  his  system 
of  reform   a  new  ascendancy,  not  to   in- 
stitute a  new  system  as  exclusive  as  the 
old,— not  to  build  up  a    fabric    full   of 
danger,  exposbg  the  community  to  still 
greater  mischiefs  and  terror  than  those  to 
which  it  was  at  present  liable.      Having 
stated  this  as  the  ground  of  the  course 
which  he  intended  to  pursue,  he  now  ap- 
proached the  proposition  of  the  noble  Lord. 
If  the  noble  Viscount  had  contended  that  in 
the  present  state  of  Ireland  municipal  go* 
vemment  was  the  best  form  of  government 
that  could  be  applied  to  that  country,  and 
that  for  the  pure  administration  of  justice, 
for  the  good  government  of  the  police,  and 
for  the  proper  disdiai^  of  the  high  func- 
tions of  administratiTe  bodies,  it  was  the 
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be  denied  tliat  there  might  be  such  a  differ- 
ence in  the  circumstances  of  two  parts  of 
the  same  empire,  that  the  system  of  munici- 
pal government  applicable  to  one  of  them 
could  not  be  applied  to  the  other ;  and  then 
the  noble  Viscount  admitted,  that  Ireland 
differed  from  England  as  to  the  temper  of 
its  population,  as  to  the  state  of  itsciviliisa- 
tion,  and  as  to  the  state  of  the  church. 
"  Ireland,"  said  the  noble  Viscount,  "  had 
in  consequence  a  police  under  regulations 
very  different  from  those  of  England,  and 
practically  a  system  of  covemment  which 
had  no  existence  in  this  country.  But," 
continued  the  noble  Viscount,  "  though 
there  might  in  some  respects  be  great  dif. 
ferences  between  the  two  countries,  there 
were  also  great  points  of  resemblance^  and 
those  points  of  resemblance  overbalanced  the 
points  of  difference.  The  two  countries  were 
both  under  the  same  Parliament ;  they  were 
both  under  popular  control ;  they  were  both 
subject  to  the  same  legal  mode  of  proce- 
dure ;  they  were  both  under  the  same  sys. 
tem  of  trial  by  jury ;  and  they  were  both 
under  the  same  unlimited  freedom  of  the 
press;"  and  therefore  the  noble  Viscount 
implored  their  Lordships  once  and  again  to 
xenect  that  the  points  of  resemblance  were 
much  greater  than  the  points  of  difference. 
It  was  not  a  little  remarkable  that  the 
points  of  resemblance  on  which  the  noble 
Viscount  vindicated  his  proposed  legislation 
were  the  constitution,  the  courts  of  justice, 
the  trial  by  jury,  and  the  freedom  of  the 
press,  all  which  were  created  by  law ;  but 
that  the  points  of  dissimilarity  were  all  in 
points  applicable  to  this  Bill.  They  con- 
sisted in  the  temper  of  the  population,  in 
the  state  of  civilization,  and  in  the  state  of 
the  church.  Now,  if  a  candid  man  were 
called  upon  to  judge  of  the  qualifications 
which  would  enable  the  people  to  discharge 
properly  the  functions  of  municipal  au- 
thority, what  would  be  the  most  likely 
qualifications  to  enter  into  his  considera- 
tion }  Would  he  say,  that  their  qualifica- 
tions consisted  in  their  having  a  constitution, 
cx)urts  of  law,  trial  by  jury,  and  freedom  of 
the  press  ?  and  would  he  exclude  from  his 
contemplation  their  temper,  their  state  of 
civilization,  and  their  feelings  on  that 
unhappy  question,  which  blends  with  and 
embitters,  and  is  at  the  bottom  of,  all  their 
other  feelings — ^namely,  on  the  state  of  the 
church  ?  He  asked  their  Lordships  whether 
the  noble  Viscount  had  made  out  his  case, 
and  whether  he  had  established  his  point, 
BO  far  as  this  Bill  was  concerned,  that  the 
points   of  resemblance   ovetbalanced  the 


points  of  dissimilarity  ?  There  had  been 
laid  before  their  Lordships,  within  these 
few  days,  the  opinion  of  a  body  of  men  on 
a  question  which  was  of  more  importance 
to  the  population  of  the  country  for  which 
they  were  about  to  legislate  than  any  other. 
It  involved  the  principle  of  relief  to  the 
poor.  That  document  was  second  to  none 
in  the  interest  which  attached  to  it.  He 
referred  to  the  third  report  of  the  Poor-law 
Commissioners;  the  passage  to  which  he 
alluded  was  as  follows : — "  It  has  been  sug- 
gested to  us  to  recommend  a  poor  law  for 
Ireland  similar  to  that  of  England,  but  we 
are  of  opinion  that  the  provision  to  be  made 
for  the  poor  in  Ireland  must  vary  essentially 
from  that  made  in  England.  The  circum« 
stances  of  the  two  countries  differ  widely, 
and  legislation,  we  submit,  should  have 
reference  to  circumstances  as  well  as  to 
principles."  He  used  the  same  language  as 
those  able  and  acute  Commissioners;  he 
thought  that  'legislation  should  have  re- 
ference to  circumstances  as  well  as  to 
principles;"  and  if  he  had  succeeded  in 
convincing  any  of  their  Lordships  that  the 
points  of  resemblance  did  not  counterbalance 
the  points  of  non-resemblance  between  the 
two  countries,  he  had  a  right  to  avail  him- 
self of  their  opinion  to  justify  his  resistance 
to  the  proposition  of  the  noble  viscount. 
He  must  once  more  repeat  what  he  had 
said  before — that  he  was  ready  to  abolish 
the  existing  corporations,  and  to  withdraw 
from  all  irresponsible,  and,  what  was  worse, 
from  all  self-elected  bodies,  the  power  which 
for  centuries  had  been  vested  in  their 
hands.  Was  that  a  niggard  or  a  paltry 
appHcation  of  reform  ^  And  ought  the 
people  to  be  told,  either  that  night  or  here- 
after, when  their  resolution  should  be  car- 
ried into  effect,  that  the  Lords  were  an 
obstacle  to  every  efficient,  salutary,  and 
searching  reform  ?  He  asked  of  their  Lord- 
ships to  consider  the  peculiar  social  circum- 
stances of  Ireland.  In  referring  to  those 
circumstances,  he  wished  particularly  to 
guard  himself  from  any  expression  which 
might  be  ofiensive  to  any  individual.  He 
was  not  then  going  to  re-argue  the  Catho* 
lie  question.  The  votes  which  he  had 
given  upon  that  question  he  was  prepared 
to  defend,  and  to  give  over  again,  if  oc- 
casion required.  But  having  done  what 
justice  demanded,  he  cautioned  their  Lord-* 
ships  not  to  blind  themselves  to  the  conse-> 
quences  which  must  ensue,  if,  under  the 
pretext  of  doing  justice  to  the  Catholics, 
they  did  injustice  to  the  Protestants  of  Ire* 
hxA,  and  involved  them  in  serious  dangers 
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fided,  in  the  peculiar  situation  of  Ireland 
and  in  the  present  state  of  her  society,  to 
the  Town-councils.  They,  therefore,  con- 
curred in  the  alteration  made  by  the  noble 
Lord  opposite  and  his  colleagues  in  the 
Bill,  as  originally  proposed  in  the  House 
of  Commons — an  amendment  not  forced 
upon  them  by  any  hostile  course  in  an- 
other place — not  the  result  of  any  victory, 
nor  carried  by  any  majority  against  them, 
but  admitted   in  deference  to  the  argu- 
ments by  which  their  first  proposition  was 
met.    They  had  rightly  determined  that 
sheriffs  and    magistrates  in  counties  of 
cities  and  counties  of  towns  should  be  ap- 
pointed, not  by  the  Town -councils,  but  by 
the  Crown.   It  would  be  proposed  to  their 
Lordships  that  Commissioners  should  be 
appointed    by  the    Lord-Lieutenant,    in 
whom  corporate  property,  and    property 
held  in  charitable  trust,  should  be  vested. 
It  was  proposed  by  the  noble  Lord  that 
those  persons  who,  as  members  of  Cor- 
porations, were  engaged  in  the  manage- 
ment of  charitable  trusts,  should  continue 
to  hold  them  in  their  individual  capacity, 
although  they  might  have  ceased  to  be 
members  of  the  new  Corporations.     He 
was  not  sure,  that  the  proposition  of  the 
noble  Lord  was  not  better  than  that  now 
made,  and  if  it  were  the  feeling  of  others 
that  it  should  be  retained,  he  should  not 
propose  that  the  Commissioners  for  ma- 
naging corporate  property  should  be  the 
same  as  those  for  charitable  trusts.    With 
respect  to  these  trusts,  it  had  been  sug- 
gested to  him  that  they  might  be  com- 
mitted to  the  care  of  the  board  of  charit- 
able donations  in  Ireland.  But  he  at  once 
admitted  that  that  Board  being  composed 
of  prelates  of  the  Established  Church,  he 
had  not  thought  it  fit  to  call  men  from  the 
duties  which  properly  belonged  to  their 
station,  as  such  an  appointment   might 
give  rise  to  suspicion  and  complaint    He 
thought  there  were  other  reasons  why  it 
was  desirable  that  the  power  should  not 
be  confided  to  them.    He  should  propose 
that  power  should  be  given  to  the  Com- 
missioners of  corporate  property  to  take 
into  their  hands  all  the  corporate  revenues, 
and  to  appoint  local  Commissioners   in 
those  places  where  funds  existed  for  the 
purpose  of  applying  it  to  those  objects  to 
which    it  was  applicable.     It  would   be 
provided  that  reports  should  be  made  to 
the  Lord-Lieutenant  on  the  state  of  corpo. 
rate  property,  on  the  means  of  paying  off 
debtSi  and  on  the  probable  surpluses ; 


power  would  be  given  to  sell  off  lands,  and 
invest  the  proceeds  in  Government  funds ; 
to  report  all  unnecessary  offices,  and  ap- 
point compensation  for  them;    and  the 
Lord-Lieutenant  would  be  empowered  to 
act  on  these  reports.     The  next  provision 
related  to  a  subject  of  the  greatest  im- 
portance, not   merely  to  local  interests, 
and  to  the  prosperity  of  particular  towns, 
but  to  the  peace  of  Ireland.    The  Com- 
missioners, it  was  proposed,  might,  with 
the  consent  of  the  Lord-Lieutenant,  abolish 
tolls,  if  the  revenues  of  the  Corporation 
afforded  adequate  security  to  creditors. 
The  local  dcts  with  relation  to  police  would 
be  continued ;  the  powers  with  respect  to 
police,  now  given  to  the  Corporations,  or 
any  portion  of  them,  would  be  discon- 
tinued, and  in  cases  where  no  local  acts 
were  in  force,  the  general  Constabulary 
Act  would  apply.    The  exclusive  criminal 
jurisdiction  would  be  continued  in  coun- 
ties of  cities  and  towns.    It  was  proposed 
that  the  Lord-Lieutenant  should  have  the 
power  of  appointing^  with  the  advice  of 
his  Privy  Council,  separate  Quarter  Ses- 
sions in  any  town.     The  Crown  would 
have  the  appointment  of  a  recorder,  who 
should   be   sole  judge   at   Quarter  and 
Borough    Sessions,  and   also   hold   civil 
bill  courts.     Where  none  existed,  pro- 
visions  would  be  made  ibr    the   fulfil- 
ment of  these  duties  by  the  assistant  bar- 
risters.    The  Lord-lieutenant  would  have 
the  appointment  of  clerks  of  the  peace. 
The  powers  of  the  statute  d5th  George  3rd, 
would  be  extended,  and  the  number  of 
assistant  barristers  increased  where  there 
was  no  recorder.  The  courts  of  conscience 
would  be  preserved,  and  the  judges  ap- 
pointed by  the  Lord-Lieutenant.     The 
provisions  of  the  Act,  9th  George  4th, 
would  in  all  cases  be  continued.    It  was 
proposed  that  all  the  proceedings  of  the 
Commissioners  with  respect  to  corporate 
property  should  be  annually  laid  before 
Pariiament.      He  conceived    that   these 
propositions  answered  all  the  objects  pro- 
posed to  be  attained  by  the  Bill  of  the 
noble  Lord,  and  in  a  much  more  effect aal 
manner.     He  would  claim  for  it  that  it 
would  give  rise  to  none  of  that  suspicion 
and  jealousy  to  which  the  measure  recom- 
mended by  his  Majesty'sGovernment  would 
infallibly  lead.    It  was  proposed  to  give  to 
the  Crown,  or  to  the  Lord-Lieutenant  and 
his  advisers,  powers  equally  ample  with 
those  conferred  by  the  measure  of  noble 
Lords  opposite.    He  believed  that,  acting 
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on  hi«  own  responsibility,  any  man  at  tbe 
head  of  the  governineot,  of  any  govern- 
menty  might  be  trusted  with  such  powers. 
At  all  events  they  preferred  the  responsi- 
bility of  a  public  Minister — the  situation 
which  the  Lord-Lieutenant,  or  those  under 
him,  might  hold,  to  the  irresponsible, 
transitory,  illusory  system  which  would 
arise  out  of  sdch  a  scheme  of  Corporation 
Reform  as  that  brought  forward  by  the 
noble  Lord  opposite.  Tbe  statute  9th 
George  4th,  gave  a  power,  under  certain 
provisions,  to  the  inhabitants  of  the  Irish 
towns  to  assemble  and  elect  Commissioners 
for  the  purpose  of  performing  all  the  local 
duties  which  the  Bill  of  the  noble  Lord  as- 
signed to  the  new  Corporations.  Having 
thus  stated,  generally,  all  the  provisions  he 
should  desire  to  see  introduced,  he  would 
now  draw  their  attention  to  some  of  the 
details  of  the  noble  Lord's  Bill,  and  would 
endeavour,  as  shortly  as  he  could,  by  a  re- 
ference to  some  of  its  chief  provisions  to 
show  how  inapplicable  and  injurious  was 
the  plan  of  the  Ministers.  The  noble 
Lord^  in  introducing  his  Bill,  had  stated 
to  the  House  the  points  of  difference  be- 
tween this  measure  and  tbe  law  of  Muni- 
cipal Reform  which  had  last  year  re- 
ceived the  sanction  of  Parliament.  But 
the  noble  Lord  had  not  adverted  to  the 
difference  between  the  Bill  on  the  Table, 
and  that  which  the  Attorney-General  for 
Ireland  introduced  to  the  House  of  Com- 
mons. Some  of  these  differences  were 
remarkable.  As  originally  intended,  the 
town-council  had  control  over  the  harbour 
dues,  and  similar  charges.  This  was  ob- 
jected to,  and  the  authors  of  the  Bill  felt 
that  it  was  better  not  to  commit  this  con- 
trol to  the  town-council.  Then,  as  to 
sheriffs,  objection  was  made  to  their  being 
elective,  on  the  ground  that  those  who 
had  the  summoning  of  juries  ought  not  to 
be  influenced  by  party  motives-bought  not 
to  be  the  nominees  of  a  party.  The  Mi- 
nisters felt  that  they  could  not  maintain, 
and  they  therefore  abandoned,  their  own 
proposition.  Next  came  the  police.  In 
England  the  Corporations  had  all  the 
management  of  it,  and  the  first  Bill  of  the 
Government  proposed  to  invest  the  town- 
conncils  in  Ireland  with  a  portion  of  the 
same  authority.  But  this  would  hardly 
do,  for  the  Constabulary  Bill  was  going 
through  along  with  their  Municipal  Re- 
form Bill;  and  while  the  power  which 
they  professed  a  willingness  to  leave  to  the 
Corporations  was  withheld,  in  their  Con- 


stabulary Bill,  from  the  magistracy  and 
gentry  of  the  country,  they  could  hardly 
maintain  an  inconsistency  so  flagrant* 
The  police  were  thrown  over  along  with 
the  sheriffs,  and  all  essential  authority  was 
equally  given  up ;  the  argument  of  tbe 
mover  of  the  Bill  was  abandoned  along 
with  the  leading  provisions  of  his  measure, 
and  the  appointment  of  a  watchman,  as 
far  as  he  was  aware,  was  all  that  was  left  to 
these  public  bodies,  from  whom  the  Mi- 
nister and  his  supporters  claimed  that  they 
should  be  invested  with  all  the  immunities 
and  all  the  powers  which  were  intrusted  to 
Corporations  in  England  and  Wales.  So 
much  for  the  difference  between  the  Bill 
on  your  Table  and  the  Bill  introduced  to 
the  House  of  Commons.  He  had  next  to 
notice  what  the  noble  Viscount  had  pro- 
fessed to  consider  the  difference,  both  as 
the  Bill  stood  then  and  now,  between  it 
and  the  Bill  enacted  for  England.  The 
first  discrepancy  to  which  he  felt  anxioaa 
to  call  their  attention,  was  one  passed  over 
very  carelessly  and  even  lightly  by  the 
noble  Lord — that  relative  to  the  franchise. 
The  noble  Lord  said,  that  in  the  eight 
principal  towns  of  Ireland  they  bad  de- 
termined to  adopt  a  10/.  qualification; 
but  that  if  they  had  fixed  on  the  same 
standard  in  the  remaining  towns,  the  con* 
stituency  would  have  been  so  limited  that 
the  system  would  not  have  partaken  of  the 
character  of  popular  election.  Now  he 
would  ask  the  noble  Lord  how  he  knew 
this  ?  With  respect  to  some  of  the  towns, 
there  was  a  difference  of  statement  in  the 
number  of  electors  so  remarkable  as  to 
tempt  one  to  ask  how  it  arose.  A  return 
had  been  made  of  the  number  of  persons 
who  had  registered  themselves  with  a  view 
to  the  Parliamentary  franchise,  but  there 
was  no  return  of  the  number  of  51,  houses. 
He  defied  any  man  to  calculate  to  what 
amount  the  51,  constituency  would  extend. 
The  House  knew,  that  in  thirty  towns  of 
Ireland,  the  noble  Lord  had  adopted  a  10/. 
qualification  for  the  Parliamentary  con- 
stituency, and  yet  he  told  them  that  the 
adoption  of  the  same  standard  in  all  those 
towns  as  the  municipal  qualification  would 
limit  the  constituency  too  much.  Their 
Lordships  were  told,  that  the  number  of 
registered  electors  in  those  towns  being 
less  than  was  estimated  at  the  time  of  the 
passing  of  the  Reform  Bill,  they  mast 
guard  against  a  deficient  constituency  in 
the  new  municipalities ;  and  the  town  of 
Lisburn  had  been  quoted  as  a  proof  of  the 
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intufficidnt  nnmber  of  qualified  and  reti- 
dent  electors.  Why,  my  Lords,  what  aa 
insUiDoe  was  that.  First,  the  51.  qnalifi-* 
cation  was  the  Pariianientary  franchise  in 
the  town  of  Lisbum.  Next,  if  the  in- 
habitants had  net  registered  there,  it  was  a 
proof  of  their  attachment  to  the  noble 
person  under  whom  all  the  property  in 
Lisburn  was  derived,  and  against  whose 
influence  there,  no  contest  or  canvass  had 
ever  been  attempted.  But  look  to  the 
great  majority  of  the  boroughs,  and  what 
would  this  51.  constituency  be?  In  Eng- 
land the  10/.  qualification  was  limited  by 
enforcing  a  term  of  residence  for  three 
years,  while  in  Ireland  six  months  only 
were  required.  Here,  then,  was  a  point 
in  which  there  was  no  public  principle  in- 
volved, and  where  uniformity  might  have 
been  preserved ;  and,  for  the  purpose  no 
doubt  of  elevating  the  constituency,  the 
noble  Lord  dispensed  with  three  years,  and 
required  only  six  months.  Would  not  the 
adoption  of  the  51.  municipal  franchise 
place  a  powerful  and  dangerous  argument 
in  the  hands  of  any  one  who  contended 
that  the  Parliamentary  qualification  ought 
to  be  reduced  to  the  same  standard '(  He 
did  not  mean  to  impute  any  such  design 
to  the  present  Government,  but  he  did  not 
see  bow  they  could  well  resist  such  an  ap- 
peal. He  knew,  too,  that  such  an  argu- 
ment was  used  upon  the  Scotch  Reform 
Bill— he  meant  the  Borough  Reform  Bill, 
where  a  51.  qualification  was  contended 
for,  and  was  resisted,  lest  it  should  be  a 
precedent  for  the  lowering  of  the  Parlia- 
mentary franchise.  It  had  been  remarked 
in  another  place,  that  the  word  '*  office," 
introduced  into  the  clause  of  this  Bill 
which  fixed  the  qualification,  was  not  to  be 
found  in  the  English  Bill.  The  answer 
was,  that  it  was  really  to  be  found  in  the 
Act  of  last  year.  But  in  the  present  Bill 
it  was  admitted,  though  the  constituency 
was  reduced  to  5L,  and  he  entertained  no 
doubt  that  the  fact  of  retaining  it  would 
be  to  degrade  the  character  of  the  electors. 
The  measure  before  their  Lordships  pro- 
posed that  a  power  of  incorporation  should 
be  given  to  the  Grown,  not,  as  in  the 
English  Bill,  on  the  application  of  the  ma- 
jority of  the  inhabitants  of  a  place,  but  of 
any  two,  three,  or  four  persons  in  a  town, 
and  that  the  wishes  of  the  majority  might 
be  completely  disregarded.  Surely,  then, 
the  noble  Lord  would  not  propose  to  in- 
troduce such  an  enactment  as  this  into  the 
fiilL   The  amount  of  population  sufficient 


to  entitle  any  borough  to  a  Corporatkm 
under  the  present  Bill  was  2,000,  a  scale 
which  might  have  the  effect  of  creating 
125  new  boroughs  in  addition  to  fifty  ap- 
pointed by  the  existing  Bill.     As  to  the 
importance  of  reconstructing  Corporations 
in  Ireland,  it  was  proper  that  their  Lord- 
ships should  have  in  view  the  objects  of 
administration  contemplated  by  the  pre- 
sent Bill.     First  of  all  came  the  question 
of  corporate  property.     It  appeared  from 
the  Report,  that  the  whole  income  of  the 
Irish  Corporations  was    about   33,000^. 
a-year,  the  greater  part  of  which  was  de- 
rived ifrom  tolls.     That  was  exclusive  of 
the  city  of  Dublin.     The  whole  property 
of  the  boroughs  enumerated  in  schedule 
B  did  not  amount  to  more  than  10,000/. 
per  annum,  including  ten  boroughs,  some 
of  which  had  no  revenue,  whether  arising 
from  tolls  or  from  property.    The  third 
Schedule  contained  twenty«one  boroughs, 
sis  of  which  had  no  income.    Of  six  more 
boroughs,  the  aggregate  income  did  not 
amount  to  60/.  a-year,  leaving  only  nine 
with  property  to  be  administered.    The 
whole  revenue  of  the  twenty-one  towns  of 
Schedule  0.  amounted  only  to   1,500/. 
a-year,  the  larger  portion  of  which  was 
derived  from  tolls ;  and  for  the  adminis- 
tration of  this  trifling  sum  it  was  intended 
to  create  twenty-one  Corporations,  with  a 
full  complement  of  town-councillors  and 
public  functionaries.  He  would  ask,  then, 
if  every  thing  proposed  to  be  accomplished 
by  the  Bill  of  the  noble  Lord  could  not  be 
effected  with  much  greater  safety  and  sim- 
plicity by  the  scheme  he  (Lord  Fitzgerald) 
proposed  ?      Of  these    twenty-one    last- 
mentioned  there  was  not  one  which  pos- 
sessed an  exclusive  jurisdiction.     In  no 
one  was  a  separate  provision  made  for  the 
police,  and  all  the  duties  of  that  body 
were  performed  by  the  constabulary  force 
of  the  country.     It  would,  perhaps,  be  in- 
quired what  were  the  duties  to  be  per- 
formed by  the  Corporations  thus  recon- 
structed, and  he  confessed  that  of  neces- 
sary   and  useful  purposes    he  did    not 
know    one    that    would    not    be    more 
effectually  attained  by  the  anaetmenta  of 
the  statute  9th  George  4thy  which  bad 
already  been  proved  to  be  soffioient  for 
such   objects.    He    might,   perhapa,    be 
told  that  any  objection  to  the  61.  fran- 
chise was  unreasonable  from  one  who  pro- 
posed to  adopt  that  Act,  but  he  begged 
to  remind  them,  that  its  provisions  were 
confined  strictly  to  ligbtiog  and  watchiog 
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Uie  towns.  Were  these  limited  powers  to 
be  compared  with  those  of  a  Bill  which 
providea  for  annual  elections  ?  Was  the 
JBoard  of  Commissioners  appointed  under 
the  former  measure  to  be  compared  with  a 
body  of  persons  clothed  with  a  municipal 
title,  having  the  right  of  assembling  in 
town*halls  and  settling  questions  of  local 
Qovemment,  and  representing  their  opin- 
ions to  this  House  as  those  of  persons  in 
important  offices?  Was  there  any  ana- 
logy between  these  cases  ?  It  was  found 
that  in  almost  all  the  towns  contained  in 
Schedules  B  and  C  the  provisions  of  the 
9th  George  4th.,  were  carried  into  effect 
at  the  solicitation  of  a  minority  of  the  in- 
habitants, who  wished  to  improve  the 
town,  even  at  a  small  expense  to  them- 
selves. But  if  this  were  the  case  with 
respect  to  an  Act  whose  machinery  was  so 
little  liable  to  the  charge  of  being  cum- 
brous and  expensive,  what  must  be  the 
practical  working  of  this  measure,  which 
proposed  to  create  a  borough  rate,  and 
levy  an  assessment  that  would  press  very 
hard  upon  the  inhabitants  of  a  small 
town?  He  apprehended  that  this  Bill 
would  not  be  quite  so  popular  in  such 
places  when  it  was  better  understood,  be- 
oanse  it  could  not  but  be  admitted,  that 
in  very  few  of  these  towns  were  there  any 
means  available  at  all  for  defraying,  he 
would  not  say  the  expense  of  the  machi- 
nery of  this  Act,  but  even  that  of  the  9th 
George  4tb,  one  great  advantage  of 
which  was,  that  it  was  not  compulsory, 
but  permissive.  He  conceived  that  the 
universal  demand  had  been  for  the  aboli- 
tion of  the  old  rotten  Corporations,  but 
he  could  not  see  there  had  been  any 
loudly  expressed  desire  for  the  adoption 
of  the  details  of  the  noble  Lord's  measure 
relative  to  the  reconstruction  of  those  Cor- 
porations. It  was  worth  while  also  to 
remark,  that  there  might  be  great  inequa- 
lity in  bringing  into  operation  the  provi- 
sions of  the  BilL  The  county  of  Wexford 
bad  a  population  of  182,000  souls,  and 
under  the  Bill  there  would  be  four  cor- 
porate boroughs  in  it.  In  eight  other 
counties  there  would  only  be  the  same 
number  of  Corporations,  and  if  these 
were  to  be  regarded  as  advantages  or  con- 
stitutional blessings,  the  population  of  the 
counties  amounted  to  3,100,000.  There 
would  be  but  three  boroughs  in  the  whole 
province  of  Connaught.  He  did  not 
blame  the  promoter  of  the  measure  for  this 
ineqnalityy  which  arose  out  of  the  prin- 


ciple of  reconstructing  only  those  boroughs 
which  had  formerly  possessed  Corpora- 
tions, but  was  it  not  a  recommendatiDo  of 
his  plan  that  it  did  not  apply  in  this  par- 
tial manner  ?  It  was  not  at  all  limited  by 
the  circumstances  of  ancient  boroughs,  for 
the  9th  of  George  4th,  was  applicable  to 
any  place,  whatever  its  extent,  that  called 
it  into  action,  and  was  willing  to  submit 
to  the  rate  imposed  by  it.  He  wished  par- 
ticularly to  draw  their  Lordships*  atten- 
tion to  the  subject  of  tolls,  which  was  in- 
ferior in  importance  to  none  connected 
with  the  measure.  These  vexatious  and 
onerous  taxes  interrupted  the  prosperity 
of  towns,  and  impeded  the  operations  of 
business.  They  frequently  gave  rise  to 
riots,  breaches  of  the  peace,  and  blood- 
shed, and  no  one  system  was  so  fatal  to 
the  peace  of  the  country,  and  so  preg- 
nant with  mischief.  In  Corporations 
where  the  property  was  heavily  mortgaged, 
it  would  be  impossible  to  abolish  them 
without  making  adequate  provision  to  sa- 
tisfy demands  upon  the  revenues  of  the 
town.  But  he  thought  there  could  be 
no  greater  blessing  to  the  population 
than  the  extinction  of  tolls,  whatever 
might  be  the  result  of  his  proposition, 
or  of  that  of  the  noble  Lord.  But  it  was 
plain  that  a  commission  would  be  most 
likely  to  adopt  beneficial  regulations  with 
regard  to  tolls,  as  the  local  bodies  were 
interested  in  the  income  they  derived  from 
that  oppressive  source.  The  subject  of 
tolls,  be  the  fate  of  the  present  measure 
what  it  might,  he  pledged  himself,  if  no 
other  person  should  do  so,  to  bring  again 
under  the  consideration  of  the  House. 
Having  thus  stated  the  grounds  of  prefer- 
ence which  had  induced  him  to  recom- 
mend the  proposition  he  offered — that  it 
was  simple,-— effectual,— -safe, — was  it  ne- 
cessary to  vindicate  it  from  the  charge  of 
innovation  or  destruction  ascribed  to  it  by 
the  noble  Viscount  ?  The  noble  Viscount 
was  pleased  to  acquit  the  noble  Duke 
(Wellington)  and  a  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
a  distinguished  Member  of  the  House  of 
Commons,  (Sir  Robert  Peel)  of  being  its 
authors.  The  noble  Lord  ascribed  it  to 
men  more  young,— *  more  rasb,  —  less 
guided  by  that  safe  policy  and  cautious 
prudence  which  distinguished  the  noble 
Duke  and  his  right  hon.  Friend.  He 
claimed  for  them,  however,  that  they  vrere 
responsible  for  the  course  pursued  by  the 
opposition,  and  that  the  right  hon.  Baro- 
net who  had  been  referred  to,  whilei  as 
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theie  Corporate  towns  in  a  minority,  they 
would  be  excluded  from  any  share  in  the 
munagement  or  control  of  Corporate 
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He  begged  noble  Lords  to  recollect,  that 
Catholics  had  been  free  to  enter  Corpora- 
tions in  Ireland  since  1793,  but  they  had 
been  virtually  excluded  from  them,  though 
he  did  not  justify  it  by  those  who  had  the 
power  of  election »  and  it  made  little  differ- 
ence whether  inflicted  by  the  law  or  by  the 
people  through  the  law  allowing  them. 
The  House  should  bear  in  mind  that  by  this 
measure  not  only  would  power  be  taken 
from  one  class,  but  it  would  be  given  ex- 
clusively to  another.  Above  all,  they 
should  recollect,  that  they  took  power 
from  that  class  in  which  there  was  a  great 
portion  of  the  property  of  the  country  as 
well  as  its  intelligence,  and  whowere  most  fit 
to  be  trusted  with  the  local  government, 
and  they  would  give  it  to  an  exclusive 
class  liable  to  the  most  serious  objections, 
and  possessing  little  property  and  not 
much  knowledge*  He  felt  strongly  the 
force  of  this  argument ;  but  he  was  still 
more  impressed  with  the  correctness  of  his 
opinion  on  the  subject,  when  he  considered 
the  increase  of  power  which  had  been  given 
to  the  body  of  the  people  by  the  Reform 
Bill.  It  was  on  this  ground,  that  he 
dreaded  the  creation  of  such  a  power  as 
this  Bill  would  give,  and  the  placing  it  in 
the  hands  of  a  dominant  majority.  He 
objected  to  it  because  he  believed  it  would 
tend  to  perpetuate  political  and  religious 
domination — ^because  it  would  create  never- 
ending  agitation,  instead  of  that  peace  and 
harmony  amongst  all  classes  which  it  was 
the  duty  of  every  good  Government  to 
support ;  and  it  would  generate  disorders 
wnich  every  Government  ought  to  put  an 
end  to.  But  there  were  other  circum- 
stances to  be  considered  as  signs  of  the 
times  which  tended  to  render  the  power 
about  to  be  conferred  on  those  Corpora- 
tions still  more  dangerous.  Amongst  these 
he  might  mention  that  measure  which  had 
not  long  since  been  introduced  in  the 
other  House  of  Parliament.  He  was  aware 
of  the  delicacy  of  adverting  to  the  proceed- 
ings in  the  other  House,  but  on  this  occa- 
sion he  was  relieved  from  any  scruples,  by 
having  the  fact  to  which  he  was  about  to 
refer  mentioned  in  the  published  votes  of 
the  House  of  Commons.  From  those 
votes  he  perceived,  that  a  proposition  had 
been  made  by  a  right  hon.  Friend  of  his  in 
the  other  House  to  reduce  the  Stamp-duty 
on  newspapers  from  its  present  amount  to 
one  penny  on  each  paper.  He  knew  that, 
in  the  earnest  desire  to  suppress  un- 
stamped papers,  many  individuals  were 
VOL.  XXXUL  {USD 
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seht  to  prison  for  vending  the  latter;  bnt 
he  believed  that  the  public  feeling  would 
have  gone  much  more  in  favour  of  those 
individuals,  had  the  character  of  the  papers 
themselves  been  more  worthy  of  public 
estimation.  He  found  that  his  right  hon. 
Friend  in  the  other  House  proposed  to 
reduce  the  duty  to  one  penny  on  each 
paper,  and  he  had  since  learned  that  an 
appeal  had  been  made  to  his  right  hon. 
Friend  from  Ireland,  to  have  the  Stamp- 
duty  on  newspapers  in  that  Country  re- 
duced to  one  halfpenny — an  appeal  which 
it  was  probable  would  be  successful.  Per- 
haps, from  old  fiscal  recollections  and  pre- 
judices, he  might  be  disposed  to  continue 
the  tax;  but  looking  at  the  subject,  not 
merely  as  a  fiscal  regulation,  there  were  cir- 
cumstances connected  with  this  change 
which  he  could  not  view  without  some 
alarm.  When  he  considered  the  character 
of  the  papers,  which,  under  the  almost 
total  removal  of  the  Stamp-duties,  would 
be  brought  to  bear  as  powerful  auxiliaries 
in  aid  of  the  new  Corporations — consider- 
ing that  100  or  200  of  those  publications 
might  be  established  to  support  what 
would  then  be  the  popular,  the  dominant 
party,  he  owned  he  could  not  look  at  the 
proposed  change  without  some  degree  of 
alarm.  He  knew  that  this  remission  of  duty 
was  intended  to  give  general  satisfaction 
to  the  public,  but  he  believed  that  it  would 
fail  in  doing  so  to  those  who  were  most  in- 
terested in  the  removal  pf  the  tax,  and  he 
could  easily  conceive  why — for,  on  mere 
fiscal  grounds,  there  was  no  objection 
which  could  be  made  to  a  tax  of  6d,  on  a 
paper  that  might  not  with  equal  force  be 
applied  to  the  tax  of  Id.  Perhaps  it  might 
be  asked,  what  connexion  was  there  be- 
tween the  Bill  before  the  House,  and  the 
tax  on  newspapers  ?  He  would  in  a  few 
words  show  to  their  Lordships,  that  the 
two  subjects  were  not  unconnected^  and 
to  show  it,  he  would  venture  to  quote 
from  a  letter  of  an  able  public  man.  That 
respectable  individual  would  not,  he  was 
sure,  blame  him  for  thus  publicly  using 
his  letter,  as  it  had  been  given  by  himself 
to  the  public  without  any  reserve.  He 
had  the  less  scruple  in  doing  so,  as  the 
hon.  Gentleman  to  whom  he  alluded  was 
one  of  the  most  stem  and  uncompromis- 
ing character  in  the  expression  of  his 
opinions  of  public  men  and  public  mea- 
sures, and  who  never  affected  to  conceal 
what  he  thought  of  either.  The  letter  to 
which  he  alluded,  was  from  the  hon,  Mem- 
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ber  for  Middlesex,  [IsUMr.Byng?]  He 
thought,  that  when  he  had  mentioned  the 
**  stern  and  uncompromising  character  ** 
of  the  hon.  Gentleman  in  the  expression 
of  his  political  opinions,  he  had  suffici- 
ently designated  the  man  ;    but  if  noble 
Lords  did  not  recognize  the  description 
in  those  terms,  he  would  state,  that  the 
hon.   Member  to  whom  he  alluded  was 
Mr.  Hume.     That  hon.  Gentleman  had 
received  an  application  from  the  town  of 
Roscrea,  deprecating  the  continuing  any 
Stamp-duty  on  newspapers,  and  adding, 
that  if  the  tax  was  to  be  reduced  to  a 
penny  in  England,  it  ought  to  be  reduced 
to  a  halfpenny  in  Ireland.     Now,  as  an 
Irishman,  be  would  not  object   to  this, 
though,  as  he  was  reminded  by  his  noble 
Friend  near  him,  it  did  not  fall  strictly 
within  the  line  of  the  pares  leges;   but 
passing  that,  the  hon.  Member  for  Mid- 
dlesex, in  his  reply,  described  the  conduct 
of  the  Government  on  this  occasion  of  the 
Newspaper-tax  as  **  paltry  and  pitiful." 
**  Such  conduct,"  continued  the   writer, 
"  from  avowed  Reformers,  shows  one  or 
other  of  two  things--*it  shows  either  their 
ignorance,  as  statesmen,  of  what  would 
tend  to  the  interest  of  the  many,  or  that 
they  are  not  sincere  in  their  professions  as 
to  Reform.    Such  men  as  are  at  present 
placed    over,  and  whom    circumstances 
oblige  us  to  support,  show  their  incon- 
sistency, in  thus  leaving  any  shackles  on 
the  press."    The  next  passage  which  he 
was  about  to  quote,  would  show  the  con- 
nexion between  the  repeal  of  the  Stamp- 
duty  on  Newspapers,  and  the  Bill  then 
before  the  House.    The  writer  went  on  to 
say,  "  I  know  the  policy  of  the  United 
States  in  this  respect,  and  please  God, 
when  we  get  the  Irish  Corporation  Bill 
passed,  and  some  other  Reforms,  we  shall 
talk  to  them  in  the  House  of  Commons 
in  a  very  different  strain."    This  extract, 
he  was  sure,  would  justify  him  in  calling 
the  attention  of  their  Lordships   to  the 
connexion  between  the  Bill  then  before 
them,  and  the  reduction  of  the  News- 
paper  Stamps.     He    knew,    of    course, 
that  the  noble  Viscount  (Viscount  Mel- 
bourne) opposite,   did    not   adopt    such 
opinions,  but  the  noble  Viscount   must 
feel,  that  there  were  some  who  gave  him 
their  support  in  Parliament,  but  who  still 
felt,  that  his  policy  was  on  too  narrow  a 
basis ;  and  when  the  noble  Viscount  next 
rose,  he  would  find,  that  he  would  have  to 
go  somewhat  beyond  his  present  pointy  in 
order  to  please  the  parties  to  whom- he 


alluded.  There  were  many  other  topics 
connected  with  the  subject  before  their 
Lordships,  on  which  he  was  disposed  to 
touch,  if  he  were  not  afraid  that  he  had 
already  trespassed  too  much  on  the  in- 
dulgence of  the  House,  though  he  hoped 
he  had  not  abused  it.  The  question  be« 
fore  their  Lordships  was  one  of  the  highest 
importance,  and  there  were  many  im- 
portant considerations  to  be  weighed,  be- 
fore they  should  adopt  the  plan  proposed 
by  his  Majesty's  Government.  The  noble 
Viscount  recommended  this  plan  as  one 
which  would  put  an  end  to  the  heart-burn- 
ings, and  the  excited  feelings  of  those 
who  had  long  been  excluded  from  any 
share  in  the  municipal  government  of  the 
towns  and  cities  of  Ireland.  In  these 
respects,  the  plan  which  he  and  bis  noble 
Friends  proposed,  did  not  yield  to  that  of 
the  Government.  They  also  went  to  the 
reform  of  existing  Corporations,  and  where 
did  they  stop?  They  stopped  at  that 
point  where  the  noble  Viscount  would 
confer  considerable  powers  on  the  Corpo- 
rations, though  the  actual  duties  they 
had  to  perform  were  comparatively  unim- 
portant, and  might  be  performed  by  a 
much  more  simple  machinery.  My  Lords, 
said  the  noble  Baron  in  conclusion,  I 
know  the  history  of  my  country,  and  am 
aware  that  it  is  stained  with  many  a 
bloody  page.  I  wish  to  see  its  troubles 
cease,  and  that  peace  and  improvement 
should  take  place  of  discord  and  de- 
rangement, which  I  know  cannot  be 
accomplished  amidst  continued  agitation 
and  excitement.  But  let  me  say,  that 
while  you  are  asked  by  the  noble  Vis- 
count, in  the  name  of  Ireland,  to  give  to 
it  the  blessings  of  those  new  Corporations, 
I  ask  of  you,  in  mercy,  to  adopt  our  plan, 
and  to  give  to  Ireland  repose.  The  nobie 
Lord  concluded  by  moving,  'f  That  it  be 
an  instruction  to  the  Committee,  that  they 
have  power  to  make  provision  for  the 
abolition  of  such  Corporations,  and  for 
such  arrangements  as  may  be  necessary, 
on  their  abolition,  for  securing  the  effi- 
cient and  impartial  administration  of  jus- 
tice, and  the  peace  and  good  government 
of  cities  and  towns  in  Ireland." 

The  Lord  Chancellor  was  anxious  at 
that  early  period  of  the  debate  to  address 
their  Lordships  on  the  motion  of  the 
noble  Lord.  He  had  intended  to  have 
done  BO  on  the  other  evening,  when  his 
noble  and  learned  Friend  (Lord  Lynd- 
hyrst)  propounded  the  principle  of  the 
amendment  in  tha  speech  which  he  ad- 
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dreftwd  to  the  House,  but  he  thought  it 
better  to  wait  until  the  matter  came  for- 
ward in  a  more  regular  form,  and  for  fuU 
ditcussioii ;  as  the  opportunity  had  now 
occurred  he  was  anxious  to  avail  himself 
of  it.     Disguised  as  the  proposition  might 
be  by  the  noble   Lord — explained  as  it 
had  been  on  a  former  night  by  his  noble 
and  learned  Friend,  it  involved  principles 
which  it  behoved  their  Lordships  solemnly 
to  consider.     The  House  was  called  upon 
by  it  to  abolish  all  the  Municipal  Cor- 
porations in  Ireland,  and  to  hand  over  the 
administration     of    their  affairs    to  the 
management  of  others.     He  knew  that  it 
was  proposed  that  the  property  of  those 
towns  should  be  directed  to  the  same  pur- 
poses as  it  now  was;  but  was  there  no 
intention  to  take  the  management  of  it 
from  those  who  had  it,  and  hand  it  over 
to  others  who  had  not  some  interest  in 
the  places  ?   The  noble  Lord  said,  that  he 
was  anxious  to  discuss  the  question  with 
the  greatest  moderation,  and  he  certainly 
did  so  in  the  early  part  of  his  speech,  but 
in  the  latter  part  of  it,  where  he  described 
the  persons  who  he  supposed  would  have 
the  greatest  credit  in  the  direction  of  the 
corporate  towns  under  this  Bill,  he  de- 
parted from  his  intention,  but  he  would 
not  follow  the  noble  Lord  in  the  deviation 
from  the  rule  which  he  laid  down,  by 
going  into  the  inquiry  as  to  whom  be- 
longed the  credit  or  discredit  of  having 
made  the  first  suggestion  of  the  amend- 
ment now  before  the  House.    To  him  it 
made  little  difference  who  originally  sug- 
gested the  proposition.    He  had  only  to 
deal  with  it  as  he  found  it.    The  noble 
Lord  had  thought  it  necessary  to  go  at 
length  into  the  history  of  the  Corporations 
in   Ireland.     There  could   be  no  doubt 
that  the  Corporations  of  Londonderry  and 
Colerain  arose  from  the  circumstance  of 
establishing  an  English  settlement  in  the 
north  of  Ireland.     No  doubt,  those  Cor- 
porations were  formed  for  facilitating  this 
object.     The  same  circumstance  might 
apply  to  other  places,  but  it  was  quite 
immaterial  to  the  general  argument.   The 
noble  Lord  himself  admitted,  that  since 
1793,  they  had  been  thrown  open,  and 
that  all  the  inhabitants  of  the  corporate 
towns,  without  reference  to  their  religious 
tenets,  had  a  legal  right  to  become  mem- 
bers of  the  Corporation.   The  inhabitants 
of  the  towns,  however,  were  divided  into 
corporators  and  non-corporators,  not  be- 
cause the  law  gave  an  exclusive  privilege 


to  any  portion  of  his  Majesty's  su^ects ; 
not    from  any  law  or    right;  and  the 
system  of  exclusion  which  existed  before 
the  change  of  the  law  continued,  because 
those  who  were  in  the  possession  of  power 
refused  to  share  it  with  their  fellow-citi- 
zens.   Was  it  not,  then,  a  mere  mockery 
to  tell  the  Catholics  of  Ireland  that  the 
Corporations  were  open    to    them — that 
they  were  open  by  right  as  well  as  law, 
while  the  exclusive  system  was  allowed  to 
remain   in  operation?     He  did  not  ask 
whether  it  was  possible  that  the  framers 
or  supporters  of  the  Act    of  1793,  by 
which  Catholics  were    admitted  to  Cor- 
porations, intended    that   it    should    be 
executed.    It  was  intended  to  remove  the 
grievances  of  which  the  Catholics  then 
complained,  and  it  was  impossible  for 
any  person  to   imagine  that    such   was 
not  the    intention   of  the    I.egislature. 
In    every    corporate   town  in     Ireland, 
all  classes  had  since  that  period  a  right 
to  share  in  corporate  rights  and  privi* 
leges,  though  the  Corporations,  by  their 
system  of  self^lection,  had  remained  as 
exclusive  aa  they  were  under  the  law. 
There  was  no  novelty,  then,  in  the  propo- 
sition which  was  now  made,  for  it  was 
only  practically  carrying  into  effect  what 
was  intended  in  1793.    The  government 
of  these  towns  now  rested  in  the  corpo- 
rators, not,  however,  for  themselves,  but 
as  trustees  for  the  inhabitants  of  these 
towns  ?    These  persons  held  the  property 
of  the  Corporations,  not  for  their  own  ex- 
clusive bene6t,  but  only  for  the  benefit  of 
the  inhabitants  at  large«    No  man  who 
had  read  the  evidence  in  the  Report  of 
the  Commissioners  but  would  admit,  that 
in  the  administration  of  the  property  and 
the  possession  of  the  government  of  these 
towns,  the  grossest  abuse  and  corruption 
prevailed.    The  state  of  things  was  such 
as  to  call  imperatively  for  the  reform  of 
the  Corporations  in  Ireland.    All  parties 
agreed  that  a  change  must  take  place; 
no  one  had  risen  to  defend  the  existing 
Irish  Corporations.    They  came,  then,  to 
the  remedy.    A  measure  had  been  pre- 
pared by  his  Majesty's  Government  which 
had  received  the  sanction  of  the  other 
House,  and  which  he  was  satisfied  would 
remove  the    grievances   complained    of, 
and  afford  an  efficient  cure.    No  cure  or 
remedy,  however,  would  be  afforded,  if 
they  adopted  the  amendment  of  the  noble 
Lord.    Their  argument  was,  the  patient 
will  prove  troublesome  if  you  restore  him, 
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therefore  put  him  to  death*  Before, 
however,  such  a  prescription  was  followed, 
Dohle  Lords  should  he  satisfied  that  no 
milder  remedy  would  be  successful.  The 
noble  Lord  had  endeavoured  to  show,  that 
the  proposition  he  had  made  was  not 
essentially  different  from  that  inserted  in 
the  Bill  before  the  House,  as  the  object 
of  both  was  to  abolish  the  present  ex- 
clusive system.  So  far  he  agreed ;  but 
the  one  plan  cured  and  restored,  the 
other  killed  and  destroyed  the  Corpora- 
tions— curing  and  killing  the  patient.  In 
the  Bill,  it  was  proposed  to  preserve  all 
rights  and  properties  which  were  now  in 
Corporations.  He  said  all  rightp  and  pro- 
perties, because  both  the  rights  and  pro- 
perties vested  in  the  population  at  large, 
and  were  only  held  in  trust  for  them,  at 
least  for  those  who  it  was.  intended  should 
be  benefited  by  it,  by  the  Act  of  1793. 
It  left  all  rights  untouched,  correcting 
certain  abuses  which 'had  grown  up  in 
the  administration,  and  it  placed  the 
whole  under  the  control  of  popular  elec-* 
tion,  whilst  the  plan  of  the  noble  Lord 
and  his  friends  would  take  them  wholly 
from  that  control,  and  vest  all  the  pro- 
perty in  the  Crown.  Their  Lordships  would 
require  a  strong  case  to  be  made  out  before 
they  thus  interfered  with  corporate  rights 
-^rights  which  might  have  been  acquired 
by  royal  grant,  or  by  purchase,  and  to 
which  the  Corporations  had  as  good  a  title 
as  any  of  their  Lordships  to  their  estates. 
It  was  no  slight  ihatter  to  abolish  those 
rights,  unless  a  sufficient  cause  for  it 
were  made  out,  which  had  not  yet  been 
achieved.  The  idea  that  the  proposition 
of  the  noble  Lord  did  not  go  much 
beyond  that  contained  in  the  Bill  ap- 
peared to  him  extraordinary.  The  noble 
Lord  said,  take  away  from  the  Corpo- 
rations all  rights,  and  let  them  cease  to 
exist;  and  the  noble  Lord  laid  great 
stress  on  the  fact,  that  the  present  Corpo* 
rators  were  willing  to  surrender  their  pri- 
vileges, provided  the  Corporations  were 
abolished;  but  were  those  for  whom 
they  hold  them  willing  that  they  should  be 
surrendered.  He  did  not  think  that  they 
deserved  credit  for  ofiering  to  surrender 
usurped  privileges  in  de8pair,when  they 
found  that  they  were  no  longer  able  to  re. 
tain  them.  They  wished,  indeed,  not  much 
to  their  credit,  to  destroy  the  Corporations 
altogether,  when  they  could  hold  them  no 
longer.  The  noble  Lord  had  made  an 
addition  to  that  which  seemed  to  be  the 
leading  ai^ument  for  the  amendment  for- 


merly urged  by  his  noble  and  learned 
Friend.  His  noble  and  learned  Friend 
appeared  to  attach  great  weight  toa  casual 
sentence  which  fell  fromrthehon.;and  learn- 
ed Member  for  Dublin ;  and  the  noble  Lord 
had  to-night,  added  to  that  another  sen- 
tence which  fell  from  the  hon.  Member  for 
Middlesex.  If  these  sentences  of  the  hon. 
Members  were  to  be  duly  appreciated, 
they  ought  to  be  taken  in  conjunction 
with  the  rest  of  the  speeches  of  the  hon. 
Member,  and  with  the  circumstances 
under  which  they  were  used.  He  had 
never  heard  of  the  letter  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Middlesex  until  that  night, 
but  the  observation  of  the  other  hon.  Mem* 
ber  he  had  heard,  though  he  could  not  con- 
ceive  whatreference  it  could  have  to  the  prin* 
ciple  of  the  measure.  The  proposition  of  the 
noble  Lord  was  to  abolish  all  Corporations^ 
and  take  from  them  all  their  property,  and 
give  it  for  administration  to  persons  not 
connected  with  the  places.  In  his  opin- 
ion, this  was  not  a  very  likely  way  to  pro- 
mote peace  and  tranquillity  in  these 
places,  or  prevent  that  agitation  which  was 
the  assigned  reason  for  proposing  the  plan. 
Was  it  now  to  be  argued  that  Catholics 
were  less  fit  to  be  admitted  to  Corpora- 
tions now  than  in  1 793  ?  Why  had  they  beea 
excluded  since?  Because  they  were  Catho- 
lics; and  how  was  that  exclusion  kept 
up?  By  a  mode  which  constituted  the 
grievance  reasonably  complained  of.  The 
cause  of  this  grievance  had  been  the 
power  of  self-election,  which,  wherever 
it  existed,  produced  grievances  of  the 
worst  description.  The  existing  mode 
of  election  was  a  bar  to  all  responsibility, 
preventing  all  investigation  into  the  con« 
duct  of  the  members  of  the  Corporations, 
rendering  them  responsible  to  no  man, 
and  giving  them  the  power  of  electing 
themselves*  This  system  occasioned 
great  and  grievous  evils.  What  was  the 
obvious  remedy  ?  To  abolish  the  system 
of  self^lection,  and  to  place  the  election 
of  the  members  of  the  Corporations  in  the 
hands  of  those  who  were  interested  in  the 
property  intrusted  to  their  management. 
The  inhabitants  of  the  towns  were  inter- 
ested in  the  due  administration  of  the 
corporate  property,  and  the  due  exercise 
of  the  corporate  rights,  and  to  them  the 
Bill  intrusted  the  power  of  election.  The 
remedy  just  met  the  evil,  and  no  more. 
The  cause  was  obvious,  and  the  cause  was 
removed  the  moment  this  correction  was 
applied.  This  was  the  measure  ;  it  was 
simply  thb.     Details  were  undoubtedly 
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both  necessary  and  nnayoidable,  but  this 
was  the  general  priDcipIe  of  the  Bill ;  and 
if  this  principle  were  not  to  be  acted  on,  a 
BofiQcient  reason  for  departing  from  it 
must  be  advanced  by  those  who  opposed 
it.  Ever  since  the  year  1793^  had  not 
the  principle  of  all  parties  been,  to  relieve 
the  Catholics  from  their  disabilities,  to 
admit  them  to  the  privileges  of  free  citi- 
zens, to  invest  them  with  the  rights  they 
ought  never  to  have  been  deprived  of,  and 
to  put  them  upon  a  par  with  their  fellow 
subjects?  The  Act  of  Union  with  Ire- 
land had  proceeded  on  this  ground ;  the 
Catholic  Relief  Bill  had  proceeded  on 
this  ground  also.  But  the  noble  Lord 
who  had  spoken,  said,  that  this  was  of 
all  others  the  very  reason  why  the  Catho- 
lics should  be  excluded  from  their  rights. 
If  they  laboured  under  their  old  disabili- 
ties, said  the  noble  Lord,  the  danger 
would  not  be  half  'so  great.  [Lord  Fita- 
gerald  expressed  his  dissent.]  He  was 
very  sorry  if  he  had  misunderstood  the 
noble  Lord,  and  he  could  assure  him  that 
it  was  quite  unintentional.  He  certainly 
had  understood  the  noble  Lord  to  say,  that 
the  danger  of  intrusting  the  Catholics 
with  these  rights  was  rendered  greater  by 
the  Act  of  Union,  but  as  it  appeared 
that  he  had  not  comprehended  the 
noble  Lord's  meaning,  he  would  pursue 
the  subject  no  further.  He  had  adverted  to 
the  principle  upon  which  all  parties  had 
acted  since  the  year  1793 ;  he  had  adverted 
to  the  Act  of  Union  and  to  the  Catholic  Re- 
lief Bill,  for  the  purpose  of  showing  the 
degree  of  confidence  Parliament  had 
placed  in  the  Catholics.  This  was  the 
principle  on  which  all  their  legislation  had 
proceeded.  Parliament  had  found,  that 
the  great  evil  of  Ireland  was,  that  it  was 
not  governed  as  an  integral  part  of  the 
empire,  that  the  Catholics  had  real  griev- 
ances to  complain  of,  and  that  they  had  a 
right  to  be  considered  as  members  of  the 
same  community  with  the  Protestants. 
Upon  these  grounds  they  had  been  ad- 
mitted to  Parliament ;  upon  these  grounds 
they  had  been  invested  with  civil  rights ; 
and  yet  now  they  were  met  with  the 
solemn  warning,  "  Trust  not  the  Catholics 
with  the  election  of  a  councillor;  and 
above  all,  do  not  let  them  vote  for  an 
Alderman  or  mayor/'  It  really  came  to 
this  after  all :  there  was  no  other  objection 
made,  no  other  danger  apprehended. 
Catholics  were  at  present  intrusted  with 
civil  rights,  Catholics  [were  eligible  to  sit 

ia  that  ov  the  oUier  House  of  r^urliameoti 


and  yet  they  were  to  be  prevented  from 
voting  for  a  mayor  or  an  alderman,  and 
this  notwithstanding  the  undisputed  and 
indisputable  fact,  that  from  the  year  1793 
down  to  that  moment,  the  great  evil  had 
been  admitted  to  be,  that  they  were  prac* 
tically  excluded  from  a  fair  participation 
in  the  rights  of  Protestants.    Now,  was 
there  any  consistency  in  this  ?     Was  this 
legislating  for  Ireland  on  the  principle  on 
which  they  had  legislated  in  times  past  ? 
Let  their  Lordships  look  to  the  results  of 
their  own  practical  experience.  He  spoke 
not  of  individuals  in  Parliament;     but 
when  they  were  told  that  because    the 
great  majority  of  the  population  of  Ireland 
were    Catholics,    therefore     Protestants 
would  be  excluded  from  the  Corporations, 
he  begged  them  to  look  to  the  returns  of 
Members  to  the  House  of  Commons,  and 
judge  whether  the  result  of  the  Parlia.  • 
mentary  elections  in  Ireland  justi6edthis  ap- 
prehension. When  they  knew  that  the  great 
majority  of  the  population  of  Ireland  were 
Catholics,  and  when  they  found  that  a  con- 
siderable number  of  Protestant  Members 
were  returned  to  the  House  of  Commons, 
what  conclusion  could  they  arrive  at  but  this, 
that  admitting  Catholics  to  the  rights  of 
Protestants  had  not  a  tendency  to  encroach 
upon  the  privileges  of  the  latter,  and  was 
not  handing  over  the  rights  of  the  Pro- 
testants to  the  Catholics  ?  and  yet  on  the 
assumption  that  such  would  be  the  ten- 
dency and  effect  of  the  measure,  was  the 
proposition  of  the  noble  Lord  who  had 
just  sat  down,  alone  attempted  to  be  sup- 
ported. It  was  said,  that  there  had  hither- 
to been  a  system  of  exclusion  on  one  side, 
and  that,  if  that  Bill  were  passed,  there 
would  in  future  be  a  similar  system  of 
exclusion  on  the  other — that  the  Catholics 
were  the  great  majority,  that  the  Protest- 
ants had  hitherto  kept  out  the  Catholics, 
and  that,  if  that  Bill  were  passed,  the  Ca- 
tholics would  keep  out  the  Protestants. 
Now,  if  this  were  the  argument,  as  be  ap-    * 
prehended  it  was,  their  Lordships  had,  at     ^ 
least,  some  means  of  judging  whether  such 
was  likely  to  be  the  result  of  the  experi- 
ment.   They  had  the  election  of  Members 
of  Parliament,  and  another  and  a  closer 
test,  the  election  of  Commissioners  under 
the  Act  of  9th  Geo.  4th,  the  great  major- 
ity of  whom,  it  appeared,  were  Protest- 
ants. They  were  elected  by  the  very  same 
men  who  it  was  proposed  should  exercise  * 
the  right  of  electing  the  town-council ; 
they  were  the  occupiers  of  6L  houses  in 

towns ^  and  possessed  at  tbia  moment  pre* 
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cisely  the  safoe  motives  and  the  same 
reaMDOS  for  excluding  ProleslaDts  fram  bc- 
iug  CoioiiiissioDers,  as  they  would  have  if 
tbe  BUI  were  passed  for  excluding  them 
ffom  beiog  couDcillora.  These  were  the 
penons  who  it  was  proposed  should  adtni- 
Bieter  the  corporale  property,  and  preside 
ever  the  local  rights ;  these  were  the  roeo 
who  were  to  preside  over  tbe  watching, 
paving,  and  similar  local  wants.  And  yet 
they  found  that  the  majority — the  large 
majority — of  these  men  were  Protestants, 
although,  at  this  moment,  tliey  were  elected 
iu  towns  where  tbe  majority  of  the  popu- 
lation was  greatly  in  favour  of  tbe  CathO' 
lies.  Now,  here  were  two  good  tests ;  and 
was  it  not  apparent  that  the  Catholics 
either  did  not  or  could  not  exclude  tbe 
Pfolesiants,  but  that  there  was  a  fair 
balance  on  tbe  one  side  and  on  the  other  ? 
Was  there  any  reasonable  ground  for  sup^ 
posing,  that  under  the  proposed  law  a  con- 
trary result  would  take  place?  And  yet  it 
was  on  the  mere  supposition  that  a  con- 
trary result  would  take  place,  that  the 
noble  Lord  contended  for  tbe  adof)tiuu  of 
bis  proposition,  it  followed  from  the  very 
constitutioQ  of  tbe  existing  Corporations, 
and  the  fact  of  their  electing  themselves, 
and  never  appealing  to  the  mass  of  the 
people,  that  tliose  who  once  gained  pos- 
session of  them  retained  it  They  had 
got  into  tlie  bands  of  the  Protestants,  and 
they  bad  taken  care,  with  tbe  exception  of 
a  very  few  instances,  to  exclude  tbe  Ca- 
tholics; but,  under  tbe  proposed  measure, 
tbey  would  be  open  to  ail  the  inbabitai>ts. 
Tbe  elections  would  be  as  open  as  tbe 
elections  for  Members  of  Parliament — as 
open  as  tlie  eiectioos  of  Commissioners, 
under  the  Act  to  whicb  he  bad  referred. 
Tbe  apprelieosion  of  tbe  result  alluded  to 
by  tbe  noble  Lord  was  not  justified  by  any 
reasoning  a  priori,  by  analogy  or  experi- 
ence; aod  be«  tberefoce,  contended  that 
it  could  not  fsiriy  be  aoticipated^  Tbe 
messure  proposed  by  the  nobie  liord  was 
one  of  great  exteat  and  vast  magnitude. 
It  amounted  to  no  less  than  the  annihila- 
tion of  tbe  existing  Corporations*  and  tbe 
transfer  of  their  property.  To  justify  sucb 
a  proceeding,  an  exceedingly  strong  case, 
indeed,  most  be  made  out ;  to  proceed  on 
light  grounds  would  be  the  height  of  im- 
propriety and  injustice*  It  was  unjust  to 
interfere  with  tbe  rights  of  property,  and 
it  was  unju^  to  interfere  with  corporate 
rights.  Unless  a  case  of  imperative  neces- 
sity were  made  out,  and  it  was  clearly 
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public  benefit,  they  should  not  be  touched. 
Not  many  nights  ago,  when  tbe  question 
of  the  disfranchisement  of  a  single  borough 
was  before  their  Lordships,  bb  noble  and 
learned  Friend  (Lord  Lyn dboT»t)€XprBased 
a  very  strong  opinion,  in  which,  withoiit 
going  to  quite  so  great  a  length  as  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord,  be  fully  con* 
curred.  Tbe  noble  and  learned  Lord 
stuted,  that  where  tbe  quest  tcm  at  issue  was 
the  disfranchising  individuals  of  the  r^t 
of  electing  Members  of  Parliament,  imt 
only  did  it  require  an  extremely  strong 
case,  but  that  he  would  not  trust  to 
evidence  when  before  another  tribunal, 
and  that  be  feh  bcrand  to  hear  the  evidence 
adduced,  in  order  that  he  might  satisfy 
himself  that  the  disfranchisement  pn>- 
ceeded  on  just  and  legitimate  grounds. 
Tbe  nuble  Lord  said  this  in  tbe  case  of  a 
particular  borough,  proceeded  against  for 
an  alleged  misapplication  of  tlie  elective 
franchise,  in  converting  it  into  money. 
In  the  present  case,  not  one  individual 
borough,  but  100  Corporations  were  in 
question ;  and  their  Lordships  were  called 
upon  to  deprive  them  of  their  corporate 
property,  on  the  ground  that  certain  al- 
leged evil  was  likely  to  ensue  iroro  per- 
mitting them  to  retain  it.  He  believed 
there  was  no  dispute  about  the  fact,  that 
the  cornipt  or  erroneous  man^ement  of 
these  Corporations  bad  veen  such  as  to 
call  for  legislative  interierence ;  but  he  in- 
treated  their  Lordships  to  remember,  that 
there  was  a  very  wide  difference  between 
correcting  an  evil  by  substituting  anotiier 
authority  of  a  similar,  tbour^h  improved 
description,  and  dest rising  the  authority 
altogetlier,  and  transferring  its  powers 
to  an  entirely  different  jurisdiction.  If, 
then,  no  case  had  been  made  out  in 
favour  of  the  proposition  of  the  Noble 
Lord  ;  if,  so  far  as  tbe  expniment  had 
been  tried,  experietioe  had  proved  it  to 
be  sttooeasfttly  and  if  there  were  no 
necessity  establislied  before  their  Lordships 
for  adopting  Uiat  which  must,  at  all 
ereaUf  be  considexed  as  an  extremely 
violent  measure  which  nothing  but  absolute 
necessity  could  justify^  let  him  caU  their 
Lordships*  attention  to  the  supposed  policy 
of  tbe  proceeding.  He  repeated,  that  their 
Lordships  bad  no  right  to  interfere  with 
the  property  of  Corporations,  unless  some 
strooe  necessity  were  proved  to  exist ; 
and  that,  at  ail  events*  such  a  measure 
required  the  strongest  demonstration  be« 
fore  they  could  he  called  upon  to  give 
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of  that  necessity  upon  which  their  Lord- 
ships were  asked  to  resort  to  this  extreme 
proceeding  ?  They  were  asked  to  adopt  it 
simply  on  the  ground  that  the  proposed 
Bill  might  possibly  give  an  additional 
share  of  undue  influence  to  the  Catholics 
of  Ireland.  Beyond  all  doubt,  where  one 
description  of  persons  formed  a  large 
majority  of  the  population,  provided 
religion  were  made  the  ground  of  differ- 
ence between  the  parties,  the  exclusion 
would  be  on  one  side,  and  the  large  num- 
ber would  have  the  preponderance.  Yes;^ 
but  their  Lordships  were  called  upon  to 
assume  that  the  question  would  be  Catho- 
lic or  Protestant,  the  one  religion  or  the 
other,  and  that  the  Catholics  being  in 
power,  and  being  the  majority,  would 
exclude  the  Protestants ;  all  this  was  mere 
assumption.  What  reason  was  there  for 
supposing  such  would  be  the  fact  ?  On 
such  an  assertion  al  this,  their  Lordships 
were  called  upon  to  place  Ireland  on 
a  different  footing  from  either  England  or 
Scotland.  The  remedy  had  been  applied 
in  England,  the  remedy  had  been  applied 
in  Scotland :  in  both  cases  their  Lord- 
ships considered  the  evil  one  which  admit- 
ted of  cure — in  both  they  had  applied 
the  remedy  by  legislative  enactment ;  but 
when  the  case  of  Ireland  came  under 
discussion,  they  were  told  not  to  attempt 
it,  but  to  annihilate  the  Corporations  at 
once  and  for  ever.  Was  this  placing 
Ireland  on  an  equality  with  England  ? 
Was  this  the  mode  in  which  their  Lord- 
ships hoped  to  conciliate  Ireland  ?  Was 
this  their  way  of  keeping  faith  with  Ire- 
land, after  holding  out  to  her  the  pledge 
and  promise  that  she  should  be  treated  as 
an  integral  part  of  the  United  Empire,  and 
should  have  equal  rights  and  equal  laws 
with  England  ?  It  was  not  a  mere  refusal 
to  extend  to  Ireland  what  had  been  given 
to  England  and  Scotland,  but  it  was  actu- 
ally  taking  away  from  her  an  advantage 
she  had  enjoyed — he  meant  the  benefit  of 
municipal  institutions.  The  question  at 
issue  really  and  in  fact  was,  whether  that 
House  would  proceed  to  deprive  Ireland 
of  the  right  which  the  Crown  bad  conferred 
upon  her  in  former  times^  and  which  the 
L^slature  had  since  guaranteed.  The 
noble  Lord  had  alluded  to  the  origi* 
nal  establishment  of  the  Corporations  of 
Ireland,  and  he  had  said  that  they  bad 
been  devoted  to  particular  purposes,  io« 
atead  of  being  intended  to  promote  the 
welfaie  of  the  whole*    Why,  it  was  this 
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the  House  necessary  at  all ;  and  if  Ireland 
had  not  participated  in  the  advantages  of 
municipal  institutions^  if  she  had  not  de- 
rived as  much  benefit  from  her  Corpo* 
rations  as  might  have  been  expected,  the 
fact  was  to  be  attributed  to  the  circum- 
stance alluded  to  by  the  noble  Lord.  It 
was  strange  that  a  proposition  should  be 
made  to  that  House  to  abolish  municipal 
institutions  throughout  Ireland,  when  the 
whole  scheme  of  European  civilisation, 
from  the  earliest  period  down  to  the  pre* 
sent  time,  had  been  to  promote  and  en'> 
courage  them?  The  Corporations  were 
the  means  by  which  the  power  of  the 
nobles  was  originally  restrained.  They 
were  the  means  of  restraining  the  power  of 
the  nobles  when  that  power  was  injuri- 
ously exercised  against  the  Crown  and 
the  people.  They  were  the  means  by 
which  the  powers  of  the  Crown  had  been 
restrained  when  they  were  exercised  inju* 
riously  to  the  interests  of  the  people  ;  and 
they  were  the  means  by  which  the  rights 
of  the  Crown  could  be  protected  and  pre* 
served.  It  was  supposed  that  the  exist- 
ence of  Corporations  in  Ireland  would  in- 
crease political  agitation  in  Ireland.  No 
other  ground  of  opposition  to  the  Bill  had 
been  stated.  But  it  if  did  not  necessarily 
arise,  that  an  extension  of  corporate 
rights  would  increase  agitation,  where  was 
the  argument  in  favour  of  the  proposition 
of  the  noble  Lord  ?  He  apprehended  that 
the  experience  of  all  mankind  was  in  di- 
rect opposition  to  it.  Was  it  from  a  po* 
pulation  exposed  to  violence  and  com  mo* 
tion — was  it  in  a  state  of  society  where 
the  people  were  expected  to  be  excited 
from  time  to  time,  and  to  act  with  violence, 
that  they  considered  it  expedient  to  take 
away  any  connecting  link  between  them 
and  the  governing  powers?  Were  the 
people  likely  to  be  turbulent  when  they 
had  Municipal  Corporations?  or,  were 
they  not  much  more  likely  to  becopie  so 
when  their  meetings  would  be  held  without  f 
any  responsible  magistrate  to  preside  over  « 
or  organize  their  proceedings?  In  a 
corporate  town,  the  persons  of  the  greatest 
weight,  property,  and  influence  would 
be  found  in  the  municipal  offices.  If  any 
disturbance  took  place,  if  any  political 
meeting  were  called,  these  were  the  persons 
who  would  be  on  the  spot,  and  who  would 
preside.  Would  it  be  safer  to  leave  an 
excitable  population  without  any  persons 
to  regulate  their  proceedings  or  to  enforce 
order,  or  provide  them  with  the  means  of 

legally  meetingt   Another  iMSon  for  thu 
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heiLg  pnxnclivc  Oi  taC 


Aol  ^bej  vcBAd  divert  tiie  mttfiitioii 
oftke  peofAe;  tbere  vosid  be  the 
ibr 


of  its  prapotT.     Wkr,  ^id 


*Jt 


1-5 


tovkkb  tbey 
be  aloBe  «iirected.  It  ip- 
tobiB  tins  w  a  ecxnplete  skislike 
M  poiBt  of  poficT,  «Bd  t^it  if  tbe  object 
vere  to  |MCi^al  the  popolitiaB  of  Iidikod 
horn  hmmrmg  tcWieBt  ca  etujil  poe- 
tical svi^eds*   it   oooki  i»ot   be    better 

by  CBibtmg  then  to 
aod  gire  vttenBoe  to 


tooo 
hardnqmmd  of  tkeo,  let  ^xm  be 
sttkBed  Aat  i:  oo^  to  be  dooe ;  kttheB 
interfere'  vidi  tbe  nrbrs  of  pfttpenr, 
tbej  feh  asBTod  tbn  ^  p«ujc  i»- 
tbe  pabiic  safttT,  ixr  j  pa^ir  justice 
He  oodd  X3t  cc arcade 
%  tbat  ia  all  tbe  .  ^ 

Tcned  to  tbe  Ho»e 
hf  tbe  Dob&e  Loed  ia  i^vocr  of  bis  amezK}- 
■eat,  there  vai  coe  peat  simi  msiiiiest 
iocoBksistencT.  Ttter  vers  tjad  that  ti^e 
kO  flbetf  vested  tLe  Corpomirss  wl:^ 
povexsy  aiKi  tr>fct,  m  vaaxi  d  ftdL 
tbevKBdiaeBt  cal«ed  cr^^oi  tnea  to  do 

If  tLu  Liiae  vere  vrjail, 
Ty  vbr  ^oaii  tber  be  caijed  aip 
iadoit  at  aL!    Tbe  He 


Ho. 

tbe  other  band,  tber  vcre  tmtees  far  die 
toviBailaz^e — a  ^^jpuhkiaa,  by  dg  bye, 
ia  v^Aca  be  cii  Kt 
be  vov^  asBBke  it  for  a 
Bobfte  add  karDed  FnK»d«  ia  Ui 
ixiaft.  bad  atated  tbe  praposiDOii — if  they 
vere  tiM^lea  far  ibe  tovas»  aad  bad  mbL 
satstactorDr  mcuX/pd  tbeir  trHts»  it 
a  Bere  qamiofc  of  poixT  vbedbcr 
^DLki  appoiLt  a  nev  act  of  tiituj  by 
tbe  nozLB^iiKm  of  tbe  Csro«m.  «r  by  a 


i%bts  by  ioece,  aad  to  take 
cbwtered  pra^ieity  br  icvrtsi 
ar?aBeBt  OB  tbe  ocber  side  vaa,  tbit  tbe 
BOiof  die  Mbie  Tiscsocst  bad  \th  then 
alMit  powdoa.     If  tbe  Hove  ««» 
called  vpon  to  ictrast  tbe  Corporatinas  of 
ritk  isceaaed  pcawjA  la  tbe  ap- 
of   Sben&   or    Hapstrat^ 
there  K'^t  be  soiae  £t:ic^  for  the  dco^ 
LcocTs  azumiDeat;    bet  be    in-ost    again 
repeal,  likat  afker  ibe  CatbdlkTS  had  lees 
iatnaMed  ariia  tbe  h^r^iest  aril  nciia,  he 
tsofM  kA  imdes^j&xka  whv  xh^r  vere  ik:»: 
to  be  iatroMad  vitb  a  Toioe  ia  l 
«f  Mayon  or  Jk^denon. 

Lord  Abimver  misbed  be  bad  beea 


a3^>e  and  letmed  FrieBd  sud,  &at  it 
a  TXtkst  Be^sue  to  abxi&a  tbe  Coipon- 
tioza.  So  3t  vas.  He  adaitud  it  vat  a 
»cjaMut^fcicbiiodBgu:bia.BeeMitiCoald 
iasnir.    Tbe  qaesuaa  thea  lemiied  itidf 

it  vas  agreed  oa  ho^  adeiof  ibe 


feadepnvedaseCoqxKatiaBsofd»dr|tbat  there  vas  a  sndkieBt 

aeoesskr  to  jastifr  tbe  abobitioa  of 

CooicraxiaBS;  but  be  b^ced  to  attto  to 

tbe  iftobie  aod  karaed  Lord,  tbat  dtt  ■»• 

taea;  be  conseated  to  do  this  be 

Jk  Rabicon ;  azid  that  tffecba^  a 

ratioa  of  another  knid  vas  w>  iitdj  at 

alL     He  wcid  siopSi^  tbe  care,  by 

docinc:  it  to  a  ksj 

aa   Aot  of   Par.xatat  itere  paned  to 

aboibsh  the  Ccrmatioa  of  Braaol» 

that  tbea  ai>o:S£r  Act 

sicate  a  aev  CarponiKNi  ahscctber  dif> 

ferect,   ax>d  ccaapoaed  of 

laeaibeia*  woaid  aaj  ose  be 

t«T>d  th»t  this  — *•  ^  **^^' 


to  anrre  at  a  dearer  asderstai>d;a^  \  wtem  Canporaiioa 
of  tbe  aeaaing  of  bis  abb^  az»d  kamed  i  sase  penoai  as  tbe  o)d 
Ftiead,  far  it  aprmred  to  bin  that  at  tbe  |  aadentaDd  aacb 

It  of  his  speNb  he  bad  wade   it  was  conpmd  ctf 

iCaeea  *  Ccvpi»- 1  pei|«k,  be  iiafLi'Mjd  be  «aa 
His  aob&e  aad  i  kMS  to  da  so.    Afaibh.  if  a 

of 


f    If  tbe 
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becarid 
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for  the  benefit  of  the  town-^an  opinion, 
he  believed^  not  quite  consistent  with  the 
legal  construction  of  the  charters— what 
was  proposed  by  his  noble  Friend  (Lord 
Fitzgerald)?  That  the  same  property 
should  be  applied  effectually  for  the  bene- 
fit of  the  town  by  trustees  nominated  by 
the  Crown  in  lieu  of  the  inefficient  trus- 
tees whom  it  was  proposed  to  abolish? 
Was  there  any  sense,  was  there  any  con- 
sistency in  saying,  that  the  Corporations 
of  Ireland  could  not  be  abolished  with 
propriety  or  justice,  unless  new  ones  were 
created  in  their  place?  It  was  requisite 
to  abate  the  nuisance,  undoubtedly ;  but 
when  the  nuisance  was  abated,  did  any 
measure  of  justice  require  that  another 
should  be  substituted  in  its  place?  He 
wished  the  House  to  consider  this  ques- 
tion, would  the  erection  of  the  new  Cor- 
porations be  an  equal  nuisance  with  the 
existence  of  the  former  bodies  ?  If  they 
should  think  it  would,  there  could  be  no 
doubt  of  the  propriety  of  adopting  the 
amendment  of  his  noble  Friend.  It  was 
plain  to  his  apprehension,  that  those  who 
introduced  the  Bill  were  very  much  afraid 
of  the  new  Corporations.  Why  did  they 
not  allow  them  to  retain  the  powers  of 
the  old  Corporations?  What  were  they 
alarmed  at?  Why  not  give  them  pre- 
cisely the  same  powers,  and  make  the 
elections  popular?  What  reason  could 
his  noble  and  learned  Friend  assign  for 
the  new  Corporations  not  exercising  just 
the  same  power,  influence,  and  authority, 
as  the  bodies  in  whose  places  they  were 
substituted  ?  He  could  imagine  no  other 
reason  than  the  apprehensions  entertained 
by  those  who  introduced  the  Bill,  of  the 
dangerous  tendency  of  such  bodies.  One 
of  the  main  objections  to  the  existing 
Corporations  was,  that  they  proceeded  on 
an  exclusive  system.  But  it  was  argued 
on  the  other  hand,  that  constitute  these 
Corporations  as  you  would,  if  you  made 
the  elections  free,  they  would  still  be  ex- 
clusive, because  the  inhabitants  of  the 
towns  were  Catholics  for  the  most  part, 
and  under  the  influence  of  their  priests ; 
and  they  all  knew  enough  of  religious  dif- 
ferences, and  the  feelings  on  which  they 
proceeded,  to  know  that  Catholics  would 
be  elected  to  the  exclusion  of  Protestants. 
This  was  the  influence  of  one  party ;  if 
rach  a  result  were  probable,  it  ought  to 
be  strictly  guarded  against,  because,  if  it 
did  ensue,  they  wonld  erect  precisely  the 
#ame  luiisancea  at  they  abolished.  Gene- 


rally speaking,  persons  of  small  property 
would  be  elected  to  the  different  corporate 
offices  in  the  towns,  while  those  having 
the  greatest  property  in  the  towns  would 
be  excluded.  That  might  be  no  objection 
with  some  noble  Lords;  but  it  was  a  very 
great  objection  to  him.  He  thought  that 
property  should  always  be  an  ingredient 
in  the  administration  of  public  affairs, 
whether  local  or  general.  He  thought  the 
best  security  the  public  had  for  a  faithful 
administration  was,  that  power  and  pro« 
perty  were  united.  Of  this  he  was  sure, 
that  unless  they  were  united,  they  never 
could  have  peace  and  quiet,  because  a 
constant  struggle  would  be  going  on  to 
bring  them  together.  This  was  an  ad- 
ditional reason  why  he  believed  that  the 
nuisance  they  were  about  to  establish  was 
greater  than  the  one  they  proposed  to 
abate.  Admitting  the  Corporations  of 
Ireland  to  be,  in  their  present  state,  so 
misgoverned  as  to  make  it  not  desirable 
for  them  to  be  retained,  still  he  did  not 
see  the  necessity  of  creating  new  Corpo- 
rations, and  thereby  running  the  risk  of 
having  again  the  same  species  of  nuisance 
in  a  more  aggravated  and  more  offensive 
form.  He  did  not  understand  why,  at 
this  very  late  period,  there  should  be  such 
an  excessive  regard  evinced  for  Municipal 
Corporations.  Some  new  light  seemed  to 
hav^  been  thrown  upon  the  mind  of  his 
noble  and  learned  Friend  on  this  subject, 
for  he  had  not  always  been  so  very  much 
disposed  to  favour  Corporations.  Corpo- 
rations, for  the  most  part,  were  instituted 
for  the  encouragement  of  trade.  His  noble 
and  learned  Friend  had  spoken  of  the 
Corporations  of  other  countries,  but  it 
was  well  known  that  they  were  of  quite  a 
different  nature.  But,  supposing  the  Cor- 
porations of  England  to  have  been  in- 
stituted for  the  purpose  of  encouraging 
trade,  everybody  knew  that  in  the  pro- 
gress of  time  they  had  become  the  greatest 
obstacles  to  trade.  Adam  Smith  was  of 
that  opinion,  and  he  was  a  good  authority 
upon  that  subject.  Look  at  the  Corpora*^ 
tion  of  London.  As  far  as  the  interests  of 
trade  were  concerned  the  existence  of  that 
Corporation  was  detrimental  to  it.  The 
vast  trade  of  London  was  not  at  all  con* 
nected  witH  the  Corporation.  Had  West* 
minster  any  Cqrporation?  and  yet  did 
their  Lordships  find  that  there  was  any 
want  of  peace  and  quiet  in  Westminster  ( 
No  complaint  had  been  made  by  the  in« 
habitants  of  the  want  of  a  Corponttiont 
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gument  of  tlie  noble  Baron  who  introduced  periment ;  and  T  can  therefore  eadly  con* 
this  discussion.  The  meaning  of  an  in.  !  ceive  why  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  did 
struction  to  a  Committee  is  this :  there  is  !  not  like  to  contaminate  his  hands^ — albeit 
no  Committee  of  this  House  which  sits  '  their  powers  are  so  plastic  and  cementing, 
without  instruction.  When  your  Lord-  and  so  apt  at  bringing  contrary  principles 
ships  flo  into  Committee  on  a  Bill,  what  is  into  one  converging  vote,— with  such  a 
your  instruction  ?  It  is  the  principle  proceeding.  He  left  it  in  the  hands  of  the 
which  appears  in  the  Bill.  The  instruc-  ;  noble  Jjord  who  introduced  it  to  your 
tion  of  the  Committee  is  to  revise,  amend, '  Lordships  this  evening,  and  certainly  to 
and  consider  the  means  of  carrjring  into  |  more  able  and  powerful  hands  he  could  not 
execution  that  which  they  collect  to  be  the  have  committed  it.  Of  this  I  am  sure, 
principle  on  the  fsice  of  the  Bill.  The  Bill  ,  that  everybody  who  heard  his  speech  this 
Itself,  therefore,  is  the  instruction  to  the  night  will  allow,  a  more  impressive,  a  more 
Committee  to  devise  the  means  to  carry  its  able,  and,  in  some  parts,  a  more  just  and 
principle  into  execution.  But  the  Com-  ;  philosophical  speech  was  never  heitfd,  than 
mittee  has  not  any  authority  to  depart '  that  which  introduced  the  monstrous  and 
from  the  instruction ;  that  is»  from  the  I  extraordinary  proposition  now  before  your 
principle  contained  in  the  Bill ;  therefore  i  Lordships ;  for  the  motion  is  the  verv  re* 
the  two  Houses  of  Parliament  have,  when  '  verse  of  that  speech*  The  motion  or  the 
Bills  have  been  put  into  Committee,  as-  ;  noble  Lord  is  only  a  modest  proposal  to 
Bumed  to  themselves  the  right  of  giving  your  Lordships  to  substitute  the  Bill  of 
instructions  when  they  wish  to  alter  the  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  f<Mr  the  Bill  sub- 
principle  of  the  Bill.  But  mark,  my  mitted  to  this  House  by  the  other  House 
Lordst  that  this  is  well  enough  where  it  is  of  Parliament, — aud  to  Parliament  itself 
your  own  Bill,  and  where  the  Committee  by  his  Majesty's  MiDisters.  What  your 
IS  ^tting  under  your  own  instructions.  Lordships  have  to  consider  is,  a  choice  of 
You  have  a  perfect  right  to  say  to  them, '  two  measures — ^the  Bill  brooght  up  from 
^  I  meant  to  pass  one  law,  but  I  now  the  other  House,  and  the  Bill  of  the  noble 
dioose  to  pass  another;  and  I  instract  the  and  learned  Lord.  Now,  the  noble  Lord, 
Committee,  which  I  have  appointed,  to  with  great  ingmuity,  and  with  coosidera- 
m«ke  that  alteration.**  If  this  Bill  had  .  ble  talent,  endeavo«ired  to  prove,  that  the 
originated  with  jDur  Lordships  —  there  !  Bill  which  be  proposed  was  not  more  an 
were  nothing  to  prevent  vou  from  convert-  aboKtion  of  Corpontioos  than  ours.  That 
ing  it  into  a  Bill  to  relbrm  the  Churdi,  \  a  Bill,  however,  to  extinguish,  b  the 
instead  of  reforming  Munidpal  Corpora-  *  same  as  a  Bill  to  regulate.  Corporations,  is 
tioQs.  But  mark  vrint  the  iex  rf  eoMmr-  *  a  profiositioo  which  I  cannot  possibly  nn- 
huh  Patiiatmemii  gives  to  eadi  House  of  *  derstand.  I  bdiere,  if  this  Bill  of  the 
I^ur)ianient«  It  gives  the  House  the  power  :  noble  Loid  goes  into  Committee,  not  one 
of  reading  a  Bill  a  first  and  a  second  .  word  of  the  title  of  the  present  Bill  will 
time  when  the  principle  may  be  settled ;  ■  remain.  But  we  are  all  agreed — and  it  is 
it  then  gives  it  the  opportumty  in  Coin»  '  fortunate  that  we  can  agree  upon  any- 
mittee  of  settling  the  details;  and  aAer-  !  things— «s  to  the  great  abines  in  the  exisU 
wards  it  gives  another  opportunity  of  ex.  ■  ing  CorpontioBS  oC  liebnd.  TVne  Cdr- 
Mt^Qg  an  opinion  on  tbe  third  resdins;* .  porations  hare  been  nnqiKslioBafalT,   in 


whether,  npon  further  ixmsideration  of  the  :  thm*  practice,  acompleteasnrpation  upon 

Bill  is  snch:  the  rights  of  the  people?    Itistzne,and 


and  the  details*  the 
as  to  induce  them  to  pass  it«  But  an  .  I  heard  with  rerr  great  delight,  that  part 
amendment  made  in  this  House  to  a  Bill  of  the  speedi  of  the  noble  Lord,  in  whidi 
wigtnatii^  witk  tiie  Commons,  is  sent  he  statinl  it,  that  the  hisicry  «£  tiie  Corpo- 
down  tn  the  Commons,  who  hate  the  rationsof  IivliadispefTdi^eflentfrmn  the 
power  simply  to  my  whether  they  lurnev  hi$uwT  of  the  C^wfwratxxK  in  ^is  countzr, 
«r  disagree  tf»  it.  "New,  if  that  amend,  or  in  any  «<her  part  of  the  worid.  It  is 
ment  lie  in  effect  a  new  Bill,  it  i$  an  at«  I  vetr  truie^  tkat  in  many  instances^  (thoogh 
tempi  OB  the  pan  <^  one  fevnndi  of  the  n«H*in  >I!^  they  were  fenndcd  mpaa  a  pin* 
Lff^tslatnrt  to  exuwt  a  Rill  nvm  the  tfther.  d|4e  eitWr  «f  e^tlnsMi  tr  «f  natMnal 
wiuwiit  giving  the  other  the  cto^wetucity^  hc^tiHty^  I  wm  glad  m  hear  the  noble 
which  the  cvm$tttut>vMi  ^  Jhix\r%mtmt  git^s^  LA>ffd  aMkhe  that  statement.  Irnniir  he  at 
il,  of  considering  the  pnrcipSe  and  «WtJit^  vVKe  theeeW  ngcenadtd  fcr  dbe  oonse* 
of  erery  Btlt  For  tkat  te<ftMu  my  Uw^  .  «^\K«e««tkiii\nve  attenM  Aese  Cbrpon- 
I  my  tM  is  an  nnmlei  and  an  nntt$tul  ex«  ^  t^nft  in  lieftmd»  ami  aba  pvoftd  the  pro* 
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priety  of  the  line  of  conduct  which  my 
noble  Friend  (  Lord  Melbourne)  has  adopted. 
I  will  say,  that  so  far  from  Municipal  Cor- 
porations and  Local  Government  being  in- 
consistent with  the  state  of  Ireland,  as 
described  by  noble  Lords  over  the  way^  it 
is  an  institution  precisely  and  more  pecu- 
liarly adapted  to  such  a  state  of  society 
than  any  other  whatsoever.  So  far  from 
that  want  of  civilization,  of  respect  for  the 
laws,  of  subordination,— which  is  described 
as  being  part  of  the  Irish  character  at  pre- 
sent-r-so  far  from  that  being  an  objection 
to  the  introduction  of  Corporations,  it  sup- 
plies the  very  reason  and  the  ground 'of  in- 
troducing them.  My  Lords,  it  has  always 
been  found  to  be  so.  I  am  not  sporting 
any  paradoxes — I  am  not  entertaining  any 
strange  or  fanciful  theory— I  am  spealcing 
the  language  of  all  the  most  able  writers 
on  the  Constitution  of  England — and  the 
language  of  these  very  charters  themselves, 
which  say  that  it  is  ior  the  quiet  and  good 
government  of  the  town  that  they  do— 
what?  Not— -that  they  establish  such 
Corporations  as  those  described  in  your 
Report,  or  such  as  those  Corporations  in 
England  which  we  fortunately  got  rid 
of  last  year ;  but  that  they  establish 
Corporations  founded  upon  popular  election 
and  responsible  Government.  Dr.  Robert- 
son states  distinctly —  [Here  the  noble 
Lord,  who  had  been  speaking  for[some  time, 
in  a  state  of  considerable  excitement, 
paused  for  a  few  moments.  On  recover- 
ing, his  Lordship  continued]] — '^  Do  not  be 
alarmed,  my  Lords,  although  I  am  in  a 
state  of  great  agitation ; "  ILa^hter,  in 
which  the  noble  Lord  joined.]  l%e  noble 
Lord,  over  the  way,  in  the  course  of  his 
speech,  hasused  some  general  expressions, 
such  9&  pares  lege^y  and  so  on,  which  are 
very  vague,  because  they  cover  a  multitude 
of  things.  So,  also,  the  word  ^*  agitation  " 
conveys  no  very  accurate  and  definite  idea ; 
because  there  are  included  in  the  idea  of 
<' agitation  "  all  the  principles  of  a  free 
Government.  Your  Protestant  religion 
was  agitation — ^your  Houses  of  Parlia- 
ment, agitation — free  Government  is  agi- 
tation,— and  it  is  by  agitation,  only,  that 
the  great  difficulty  in  the  science  of  Go- 
vernment is  accomplished,  and  great  order, 
and  a  great  love  of  liberty  are  ever  united. 
I  do  not  know  that  I  can  repeat  the  words 
of  Dr.  Robertson,  but  he  distinctly  states, 
**  that  perhaps  the  thing  which  has  most 
contributed  to  the  difiusion  of  civilization, 
of  subordination,  and  of  rational  liberty-^ 
and  not  merely  the  extension  of  trade — 


has  been  the  establisliment  of  these  free 
municipal  Corporations  founded  upon  popu- 
lar election."  He  says,  and  I  wisn  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  who  sneered  at 
the  expression  of  *'  normal  schools  of  agi- 
tation," to  hear  this — he  says,  ^'  nothing 
added  so  much  to  the  security  and  tran- 
quillity of  a  whole  country,  to  the  authority 
of  the  King^  and  the  authority  of  the 
laws,  as  the  scattering  of  these  little  re- 
publics about  the  different  parts  of  the 
empire."  If  any  man  had  ventured  at 
this  day  to  say,  that  those  Corporations 
were  '^  little  republics,"  it  would,|no  doubt, 
have  been  considered  as  still  worse  than 
calling  them  * "  normal  schools  of  agita- 
tion." But  little  republics  they  are ;  and 
I  wish  I  could  borrow  some  of  the  elo- 
quence of  the  noble  Lord  to  describe  them 
aright.  They  are  the  mirror  of  the  Go- 
vernment under  which  we  live.  When 
the  noble  Lord  asked  whether  any  one 
could  wish  to  see  these  municipal  bodies 
converted  into  schools  of  agitation,  I 
cheered.  The  noble  Lord  immediately 
thought  he  had  caught  my  meaning,  and 
said,  I  know  what  you  mean,  you  mean» 
that  by  withdrawing  from  the  people  the 
power  to  meet  and  manage  their  own  af- 
fairs>  you  will  create  more  agitation.*' 
My  Lords,  I  meant  that,  but  I  also  meant 
something  else  ;  because  this  legal  kind  of 
agitation  not  only  prevents  that  discontent 
which  is  difiused  from  its  denial,  but  it 
does  more,  it  teaches  the  people  to  value 
subordination,  and  it  teaches  them  the 
wisdom  of  authority.  There  is  nothing  in 
this  country — and  here  again  I  could  quote 
from  one  whom  I  quoted  Jbst  year,  but  who 
cannot  be  quoted  with  too  much  praise 
and  approbation,  I  mean  Sir  Francis  Pal-< 
grave-*  there  is  nothing  (says  that  able 
writer)  which  so  much  distinguishes  the 
people  of  this  country  as  their  respect  for 
the  law,  and  there  is  nothing  to  which 
that  respect  is  so  much  owing,  as  to  trial 
by  jury,  and  municipal  Corporations ;  to 
which  Sir  Francis  Palgrave  annexes  this 
passage : — '^  I  mean  by  municipal  Corpora- 
tions, Corporations  based  upon  popular 
right  of  el^:;tion,  and  a  responsible  Govern- 
ment in  the  towns."  My  Lords,  that  is 
the  real  way  to  prevent  any  mischiefs 
arising  frt)m  agitation.  •  These  are  the  rea- 
sons which  induce  me  to  agree  with  my 
noble  Friends  in  recommending  your 
Lordships  to  pass  this  Bill.  But  I  have 
still  to  state  a<  very  strong  objection  to  the 
measure  brought  forwaid  by  the  noble 
Lord  opposite*    I  think  it  is  a  most  un- 
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generous^  and  a  ttK»t  dangerous^  and  faith- 
less measure.  Allusion  has  been  made  as 
to  a  noble  Lord  havine^  said  something, 
somewhere,  about  "  shaking  off  an  engage- 
ment.*' I  do  not  want  to  enter  into  any 
personal  considerations,  but  with  respect 
to  shaking  off  an  engagement,  permit  me 
to  ask  your^Lordships,  are  there  no  engage, 
ments  upon  this  country  towards  Ireland  ? 
Is  not  the  Union  an  engagement?  Is  not 
the  Bill  alluded  to,  and  so  powerfully  and 
convincingly  explained  by  my  noble  and 
learned  Friend, — I  mean  the  Act  of  1793, 
--*an  engagement  ?  Is  not  Catholic  Enuu- 
cipation — is  not  Parliamentary  Reform — 
an  engagement?  And  is  not  what  you 
did  for  the  people  of  England  and  of  Soot- 
land,  last  year,  an  engagement  to  the 
people  of  Ireland  that  the  same  measure 
of  justice  should  be  deidt  out  to  them  ? 
I  ask,  but  I  do  not  wish  to  do  so  in  in- 
flammatory terms,  is  it  not  what  Mr. 
Hume,  on  some  other  occasion,  has  called 
**  petty  and  paltry  conduct,*'  to  take  re- 
fVige  under  the  distinction  that  the  details 
of  this  Bill  are  not  exactly  those  in  the 
English  Bill  ?  *'  The  detoils  may  not  be 
exactly  alike ;  but,  my  Lords,  the  princi- 
ple is  the  same.  The  noble  Lord  very 
carefully  avoided  describing  what  was  the 
principle  and  what  were  the  details.  The 
principle  of  this  Bill  is,  to  regulate  the 
Corporations  of  Ireland,  and  to  restore 
them  to  that  which,  if  not  the  original 
principle  of  Corporations  in  Ireland,  was  the 
original  principleoftlieCorporationsof  Eng- 
land and  Scotland— and  which  is  happily 
now  restored  to  those  two  parts  of  the 
empire-— namely,  popular  election  and  re- 
sponsible Government.  The  noble  Lord 
has  said,  that  his  proposition  is  a  gradual 
reform.  Does  the  noble  Lord  take  so  very 
disparaging  a  view  of  the  intelligence  of 
his  own  countrymen,  as  to  imagine  that  his 
motion  will  be  regarded  as  a  motion  of  re- 
form ?  Does  he  not  perceive  that  they 
will  immediately  demand  of  him,  '^Why 
not  give  us  the  same  reform  as  you  have  given 
En^and  and  Scotland  ? "  «« Why,"  says 
the  noble  Lord,  *'  because  you  are  not  nt 
for  it."  MvLords^  I  contend  tiiat  they  are  fit 
for  it,  and  I  do  so  without  having  an?  per- 
sonal knowledge  on  the  matter,  i  take  the 
fiict  to  be  80,  from  those  who  say  that  they 
are  not  I  say  that  one-half  or  the  argu- 
ments on  the  other  side  not  only  show  that 
the  people  of  Ireland  are  fit,  but  that  they 
are  m  great  need  and  want  of  it.  But 
might  not  the  people  of  Ireland  say,— 
might  not  this  great  bngbear,  whom  we  so 


ofifcen  hear  mentioned  in  this  House,  say, 
*' You  hold  us  not  fit: — then  repeal  t6e 
Union.  Why  did  you  invite  us  to  the 
dinner,  and  then  make  a  resolution  to 
give  us  nothing  to  eat?  What  is  the 
meaning  of  this  ?  Are  they  to  be  told  that 
they  shall  be  admitted  by  the  Union  into 
the  bosom  of  the  British  ConstitutioD, 
whidi  has  produced  such  mighty  effects  in 
this  country— and  let  me  tell  your  Lord- 
ships, which  owes  much  of  its  greatness 
to  those  very  Corporations,  by  whidi  its 
great  advantages  have  chiefly  been  wrought 
out  ?  Are  we  to  say  to  the  people  of  Ire- 
land, "  You  shall  have,  in  name  and  ap* 
pearance,  a  union  with  this  country — ^you 
shall  have  Roman  Catholic  relief— you 
shall  be  put  on  an  eoual  footing  with  us 
before  the  law ;  but  when  you  come  to  en- 
joy the  law,  we  will  take  yery  good  care 
that  you  shall  have  no  part  of  it ;  or,  if  we 
cannot  help  admitting  that  the  principle  of 
the  law  would  give  you  part,  then  we  will 
take  away  the  principle,  itself,  altogether; 
and  where  the  law  gives  you  anything, 
now^  there  shall  hereafter  'be  no  law  of 
the  sort  ?"  The  noble  and  learned  Lord 
who  spoke  last,  has  advanced  an  argument 
which  every  person  must  see  is  a  delusion. 
But  I  cannot  pass  it  by,  because  the  arga^ 
ment  goes  to  the  very  principle  of  the 
change  I  advocate.  The  argument  iB, 
that  we  are  only  going  to  institute  a 
greater  nuisance  than  that  which  we  pro- 
pose to  abolish.  The  noble  and  learned 
Lord  says,  that  the  only  question  is  be-> 
tween  two  nuisances.  I  really  was  very^ 
Sony  to  hear  so  learned  a  lawyer,  and  so 
distinguished  a  man  as  the  nobks  and 
learned  Lord,  speak  of  liberty,  of  fireedom,  of 
a  representative  Government,  as  a  nuisancew 
The  nuisance  we  propose  to  take  away  is  » 
self-elected  Government ;  a  combination  of 
men,  defeating  and  evading  the  law,  for 
the  pyrpoee  of  usurping  to  themselves  illicit 
authority.  The  remedy  we  apply  is  tim^ 
pie  and  efiective.  We  have  heard  much 
talking  about  Catholics  and  Protestants, 
Whigs  and  Tories,  and  various  oth^  nicL. 
names  and  distinctions;  but  the  persona 
to  whom  we  have  given  the  power  arey 
according  to  the  showing  of  the  noble 
Lords  themselves,  the  people  of  the  oquih 
try.    Those  noble  Lorus  say  that  the  poo* 

Sle  ere  the  m^rity:  Why,  my  Lora^ 
0  you  mean  to  give  the  people  of  Irehmd 
the  Constitution  of  England,  and  jet  iotend 
that  the  great  miyority  shall  bise  oft  ad* 
vantage  over  the  miaarilf'XL  1  vM 
know  by  what 
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soble  and  learned  Lbrd,  whose  plastic  and 
cementine  hand  I  described  before,  would 
accompli  A  the  difficult  task  of  ^ving  the 
benefits  of  the  British  Constitution  to  Ire« 
land^  and  yet  shutting  out  the  majority  of 
the  people  from  their  municipal  govern- 
ments? This  is  a  problem  to  be  solved; 
but  it  is  a  problem  which  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  never  can  solve.  He  was 
upon  much  better  ground  of  opposition  to 
the  Bill  of  last  year  than  he  is  now.  It  is 
astonishing,  after  the  denunciation  passed 
by  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  on  the  de- 
structive measures  of  the  last  year,  that  he 
should  be  the  person  to  propose  the  total 
annihilation  of  all  the  Corporations  in 
Ireland.  Last  year,  he,  in  the  most  elo- 
quenty  clear,  and  luminous  manner, 
pointed  out  the  singular  advantage  de- 
rived £rom  these  lo(»l  Governments,  and 
the  great  good  they  efiected.    He  then 


Darius  great  and  good  I 

But  now  he  has 

Changed  his  strain, 

And  has 

Seized  a  flambeau  with  zeal  to  destroy. 

It  has  always  been  proved  that  the  sim- 

{>lest  remedy  for  all  disorders  against  the 
aw,  and  idl  collections  of  Actions  and  se- 
ditious men,  is — ^the  granting}  to  the  peo- 
ple their  due  share  of  government ;  letting 
them  know  by  practice,  how  often  the 
calumnies  against  those  in  authority  are 
unfounded,  and  letting  them  also  know  the 
advantsm^es  of  tranquillity  and  subordiua- 
tion.  Be  this  true  philosophy  or  be  it  false 
—and  possibly  the  despot  of  Russia  and 
the  heads  of  the  other  despotic  Govern- 
ments In  Europe  may  be  right—  but,  be  this 
principle  right  or  be  it  wrong,  it  is  the 
principle,  my  Lords,  of  the  British  Consti. 
tution ;  it  is  the  principle  of  the  people  of 
England ;  it  is  that  principle  whidi  has 
raised  this  country  to  what  shehaslongbeen, 
and  what,  I  trust,  she  will  long  remain — 
one  of  the  freest  and  greatest  communities 
that  ever  yet  existed  on  the  hce  of  the 
earth.  It  is  by  trusting  to  this  principle, 
and  this  principle  alone,  that  you  are  likely 
to  heal  tne  long^xistiog  and  destructive 
divifions  that  have  so  painfully  afflicted 
Ireland.  Bat  if  you  give  them  the  sem- 
bhinoe  onlyof  a  Constitution — if  yon  adopt 
tiie  sbortiii^led  policy  of  shutting  people 
Mt  iitea  ymi  him  iiromiscd  to  let  them 
ilN'itlWphcete  tveir  hands  a  key,  but 
"^^"^^ tiumm  -  -  -L-  lock^ 

'  *y*  land. 
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In  point  of  fact,  you  say  to  the  people  of 
that  country — ''  For  some  reason,  inherent 
either  in  you  or  in  ourselves,  we  find  it  in- 
cumbent upon  us  to  shut  you  out  from  the 
enjoyment  of  the  advantages  we  some  time 
since  promised  you/'  I  have  already  stated 
that  agitation  is  the  true  Conservative  prin- 
ciple. [^Laugkter]  You  may  laugh,  my 
Lords,  but  I  repeat,  that  agitation  is  de- 
cidedly the  true  Conservative  principle. 
Those  noble  Lords,  indeed,  who  laugh 
must  know  that  they  are  themselves  great 
agitators  in  their  way.  I  wish  to  know  what 
is  all  debate  in  this  House,  but  agitation  ? 
What  are  we  now  doing,  but  agitating? 
There  may  be  agitation  in  good  causes  or  in 
bad  causes,  and  the  merit  of  the  agitation  will 
of  course  depend  on  the  character  of  the 
cause  in  which  it  is  exerted.  But  I  main- 
tain, that  agitation  is  a  sacred  principle  of 
the  Constitution.  If  I  were  disposed  to 
cite,  or  if  I  thought  your  Lordships  were 
inclined  to  listen,  to  a  long  list  of  authori- 
ties, I  could  quote  many — ay,  and  grave 
authorities  of  the  Church  too-— in  support 
of  that  proposition.  In  the  words  of  one 
of  those  authorities,  your  Lordships  will 
find  that  agitation  is  the  great  security  for 
liberty;  that  security  which  every  state 
requires,  and  all  true  policy  demands.  The 
works  of  man,  my  Loras,«-'the  noblest,  the 
boldest,  the  most  sublime, — crumble  be- 
neath the  mouldering  hand  of  time;  the 
mountains  and  the  hills  are  washed  away 
by  the  slow  workings  of  the  stream,  or 
shivered  at  once  by  the  fury  of  the  elements ; 
but  the  calm  and  smooth  river  flows  on, 
perpetually,  from  year  to  year,  and  from 
age  to  age. 

Qaaeque  immota  quies  nimium  premit,  ista 

peribunt; 
Sea  qua  perpetuo  sunt  agitata  manent. 

Lord  Lyndhurst  said,  it  was  with  great 
and  unfeigned  reluctance  that  he  rose  to 
address  their  Lordships  on  this  occasion, 
but  having  been  so  pointedly  and  so  fre- 
quently alluded  to  by  the  noble  Baron 
who  had  just  sat  down,  and  also  by  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  on  the  WooUacky 
notwithstanding  the  long  draft  he  had 
made  upon  their  Lordships'  patience  on  a 
former  night,  he  felt  himself  still  called 
upon  again  to  address  their  Lordships  on 
this  subject ;  but  he  assured  their  Lord- 
ships that  what  he  had  to  say  should  be 
compressed  within  the  smallest  possible 
compass  consistent  with  a  due  expression 
of  the  observations  he  felt  himself  called 
upon  to  make.    The  noble  Baron  (HoK 
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land)  iapp(M»d»  that  from  some  fcdiog  of 
timitlitf  Ko  shrunk  (tim  the  perfbnnance 
of  that  duty  which  had  devolred  udoq  his 
iKibk»  Frieml  (Locd  FiUgerald)»  ana  which 
1m  had  ao  iddv  and  so  admiiably  per* 
formt^L  But  lie  b«fged  to  assure  the 
uohle  Bai\>«i— Jie  beggisKl  to  assura  their 
LiWiUihi|i»attd  the  country — that  whatever 
he  ivcMKiinettdetl«  he  trusted  he  should 
alvav^  haw  OMirage,  if  oec^sssary,  to  brinff 
Itewanl.  It  was  Iwcause  he  had  onde  aU 
^  ehMrratiiws  that  octtined  to  his  mind 
<Ni  the  $ttK)ect  %«  a  fwtter  iudkt«  that 
he  did  not  on  this  o(ci5iv>o  tiank  it  fitticg 
la  tfvxthle  their  LordshiK  br  tneadir^ 
•vtc  a^jTiin  an  alrvowlT  tix^iceft  |ath.  He 
tWfv4on^  le^ueste^  hi$  K^Me  Friend  t\^ 
^indettake  the  taK$k  of  acriru:  th«e  in- 
stnKiaKtt  tn'^  the  CoMMiuttee  with  wt.x*h 
their  I  jM^I$lti(«  w^nre  new  aaade  nci;«tim^ed. 


in  pmsaing,  notwithstandiag  the 
fact  that  it  neoessazily  led  him  to  suwiutt 
a  part  of  the  proposition  of  the  iw)Ue  Vis- 
count.  The  noUe  Baron  had  nggestBd* 
that  he  had  quoted  no  anthority  kr  the 
proposition  whidi  he  had  oiiered  to  the 
House,  and  that  the  motion  made  kUa 
ing  by  his  noUe  Friend 
with  the  usnal  fiwm  of  pranrrding 
practice  of  the  Hauat.  But  his 
Friend,  in  monring  the  instnictian  af  the 
Committee,  hadcareluDy  diawB  ^eds- 
Unction  which  the  noble  Baron  inteaded  te 
point  out.  The  BoUe  Baran  stated 
instructions  might  he  given  ta  a 
mitlse  when  a  BlU 
Heose,  but  thtf  when  a  fiiH 
the  Hoi»e  of  G 
ciMijd  Mt  with  prvprietrbe 
W«ed  t ji  dul  ti»  the  noble  fianas 


Bill%  Mrbap^  vvncaAeriag  the  BMe^^e  |  w^;&r  r«Nk  p&aoe  in  tbas  H<mse  m 
%a  wbVb  he  W«M«^oL  t^e  wMe  Buva  { lS<>s.  oa  the  Repst  «f  the  Bs^ 
wiMkM  ev:1fe$l^  him  if  he  reJm«l  l»  peeee*    TW  F^  a^ce  tkat  snhiedt  ads 
dif«l  t^  ^«$<i'V  the  cr<crs»  he  kal  ti)s»u 
He  w^«^  rtoer  ^  wbfe  Ban«  tjk  tilk« 


ca  jouct 


fl^^mse  wt^  rsmet  ai»  tias^ 

W  bai  TctcsnfiL  ^TW  sir^  Bicmik  <^4u:9i{^  ascnnse 

'CinMiacc   *f  the    rj«:::?a.    C^^cn^xiirjiixsN.  t/  woo:^  tiir  5i»I  it 

wrta;^  4ft  t4ie  }ct!S«rc  MCKont  lie  cam;  lis  scsoMk.  &c  i^  umiitt 

&CKM  w*)U.  a  ie.iivtsicufL  XT  nesc-nr  ilL  r-jcs^  a  jHuma.*^  s  ^jc 


^tu^:^  4C  IV  uw'!ia6asiiair' 

tt  "bet  liT  sm«.jr'r* 


^  ii]Lfi««K  3)uc  v   >t  :v4RS<cuufi   jk    rua  a  l 


«as$a^i*r    it-'is^.'u.    i."tr   icmr  a£v« 


u^  a 


atiu  »  iav>     ^  V-t  K  r&Bt:  T.r 
*    tie    :--ir>a    .^ 


«rui««.   ae 
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servatioDS  that  fell  from  tlie  noble  and 
learned  Lord  on  the  Woolsack.  It  appeared 
to  him^  however,  that  that  noble  andlearned 
Lord  seemed  disposed  to  charge  him  with 
something  like  inconsistency.  Sure  he  was, 
that  at  the  time  to  which  the  noUe  and 
learned  Lord  referred,  propositions  were 
started  from  the  Woolsack^  such  as  never 
before  had  proceeded  from  that  place. 
There  was  a  vast  differeuce  between  the 
case  of  the  Stafford  borough  and  that  of 
the  Corporations  generallv.  The  case  of 
the  one  was  that  of  individual  delinquency 
and  individual  punishment^  for  crimes  sup- 
posed to  have  been  committed.  The  case 
of  the  other  was  widely  different.  But 
what  did  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  say  : 
the  noble  Viscount  does  not  abolish  these 
Corporations — ^forfrom  it ;  he  tells  us  that 
these  corporations  are  for  the  benefit  of  the 
inhabitants  at  large^  and  therefore  we  are 
bound  to  have  two  Corporations  in  the 
place  of  one."  He  agreed  with  the  noble 
and  learned  Lord,  that  if  this  measure  were 
for  the  benefit  of  the  inhabitants  of  Ireland, 
it  would  be  right  that  the  House  should 
concur  with  him  in  adopting  it.  It  was 
because  he  (Lord  Lyndhurst)  thought  it 
was  not  for  the  benefit,  but  would  be  pro- 
ductive of  the  worst  mischief  to  the  people 
of  Ireland  that  he  opposed  it.  But^  said 
the  noble  Viscount,  ^We  are  bounds  if  we 
abolish  these  Corporations,  which  were  es- 
tablished for  a  specific  object,  to  provide  a 
substitute  for  them."  If  he  thought  that 
the  noble  Viscount's  measure  would  go  to 
establish  a  proper  substitute — ^if  he  thought 
it  would  benefit  the  inhabitants  of  Ireland 
—he  would  lend  it  his  name  and  readily 
support  it ;  but  believing  it  would  be  pro- 
ductive of  nothing  but  unmixed  evil,  he 
felt  compelled  to  oppose  it.  The  noble 
Baron  toid  them  that  the  Bill  of  the«noble 
Viscount  was  not  a  Bill  to  abolish  but  to 
renovate.  [Lord  Holland:  regulate.] 
Regulate  the  noble  Baron  said  at  first,  but 
to  renovate  he  said  afterwards.  A  Bill  to 
renovate  the  Corporations  of  Ireland !  Why, 
in  one  year^  almost  in  one  day,  forty  of  the 
Corporations  of  that  country  were  created 
by  charters  of  James  1  st.  Renovate  them  ! 
Look  on  the  charters  on  which  they  were 
founded.  The  noble  Baion  spoke  but  of 
one  or  two  of  all  the  Corporations  of  Ireland. 
Let  him  read  the  Report  of  the  Commis- 
sioners. The  noble  Baron  would  there  find 
that  forty  of  these  Corporations  were 
founded  in  one  year  on  the  closest  possible 
principle,  and  for  exclusive  political  objects. 
How  were  these  to  be  renovated  ?  To  re- 
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novate  ms  to  restore.  Did  the  noble 
Baron  mean  to  say  that  it  was  the  intention 
of  the  noble  Viscount  to  restore  the  Corpo« 
rations  of  Ireland  to  all  the  exclustveness 
-—all  the  one-sided  political  objects  for 
which  they  were  established  by  James  1st. 
What  did  the  Commissioners  tell  their 
Lordships  upon  that  point?  Why,  that 
in  the  case  of  Sligo  an  application  was 
made  to  the  Court  of  King's  Bench,  as  an 
experiment,  to  try  the  possibility  of  opening 
the  Corporations  of  Ireland.  Did  the 
Court  of  King's  Bench  entertain  any  doubt 
as  to  the  continuation  of  the  charter? 
None  whatever.  Nay,  they  stated  that 
usage  was  in  favour  of  the  charter,  and 
they  therefore  refused  the  application  which 
had  been  made  to  them.  It  was  plain 
therefore,  that  these  Corporations  had, 
from  their  origin,  been  close  and  exclusive 
bodies.  Could  anything  be  more  absurd 
than  to  talk  of  renovating  them.  The 
noble  Viscount  (Viscount  Melbourne)  was 
not  guilty  of  this  absurdity  3  the  noble 
Viscount  did  not  renovate,  he  destroyed— 
he  removed  by  one  sweep  from  every  Cor. 
poration  all  its  existing  Members — h^ 
changed  the  constituency — he  altered  the 
form  of  the  Corporation  itself— -he  took 
from  its  members  all  the  daties  they  had 
ever  before  performed,  and  gave  them  other 
duties  which  till  now  they  never  had  per- 
formed. This,  the  noble  Baron  informed 
them,  was  renovation.  He  (Lord  Lyndhurst) 
confessed  it  appeared  to  him  to  be  total 
change.  Then  what  was  it  that  the  noble 
and  learned  Lord  on  the  Woolsack  stated 
by  way  of  argument?  That  all  these 
Corporations  were  altered  by  Act  of  Par. 
liament  in  1792.  What  did  that  Act  do? 
It  put  Roman  Catholics  on  the  same  foot- 
ing, as  far  as  Corporations  were  concerned, 
as  Protestants.  It  effected  no  other  change ; 
it  made  no  other  difference  in  the  pre- 
existing law.  Did  it  open  the  Corporations 
of  Ireland  ?  Did  those  Corporations  oeaso 
to  be  close  Corporations  on  account  of  the 
Act  of  1 793.  Surely  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  must  have  been  very  much  pressed 
for  argument,  when  he  resorted  to  such  an 
argument  as  that.  It  certainly  was  not 
usual  to  hear  such  a  description  of  argu- 
ment coming  from  the  Woolsack.  He 
came  next  to  the  point  of  property.  Upon 
that  part  of  the  subject,  however,  after  the 
very  able  remarks  of  his  noble  Friend 
(Lord  Fitzgerald),  he  did  not  think  it  ne- 
cessary] to  say  more  than  a  very  few  words.  If 
the  Corporations  were  annihilated,  the 
property  wliich  they  held  in  trust  for  dif- 
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tfn»t  directs  must  be  moafencd  to  other 
kamis.  The  i|U«stion  then  wis,  whethor 
new  C<»poniiioiis  should  be  created  to  un- 
dertake the  mnnagenient^  and  to  havn  the 
control  over  this  |iM|)ertT ;  «r  whether  the 
Hianaieeiuent  and  OHitrol,  on  the  anni- 
hilatk^n  t»f  the  present  Cornorations  should 
Kt  tmn^fiHrred  int%>  the  hands  of  indiTiduals, 
In  $ottie  instances  a  translerenoe  of  the 
hitter  ik«icn|4hVi  had  already  taken  places 
The  |M>«)!tert y  \^  G^rpiwatioiis  might  be  said 
t\^  o>n$t$t  1^  twt>  parts^  One>  prvpotT  in 
tni<t  K^  chjuntabic  puxpcvesi;  the  other, 
prs^rt)  V  yie^tiiu^  for  a  nK^nient  to  the  ar- 
ytittH^nt*  ot  n**K'0  1>H\I$  on  the  opp^^te 
Jk-^v'  K.^  itt  lrus4  for  the  be?  odt  t^"  the 
irh«U  Ant»  t-^  the  n^nu  No*  their  IxMrd- 
*^?*v>^  »U3tT  K*  avare  th^t  ther  had  al- 
i««dv  taken  ^«i  i\cpK^ctLtk^ns  \>ne  part 
*/  tl#eir  tni$9«  ihjit  which  reuted  tc^ 
the    yrvifnity    of   e^art:i'««    ai»d 


both  aideft  had  in  view  by  diflerent 
The  noble  Baron  (Lofd  Holland)  aaid^that 
they  (the  Oppoddon)  had  detennincd  to 
take  no  part  of  the  BUI  propoKd  by  the 
noUe  Visoount.  He  was  sure  they  bad 
more  respect  for  that  Bill  than  to  abandon 
it  altogether  in  the  way  stated  by  the  noUe 
Baion.  He  b^^ed  to  assure  the  noUe 
Baron,  that  they  should  draw  IsgclT  upon 
the  Bill  of  the  noble  Visoonnt.  The  Bohle 
Visoount  in  he  Bill,  had  prorided  Cor  the 
admiaistratioD  of  justice  in  these  oorponte 
towns.  They,  the  Opposition,  did  the 
and  would  Uke  the  noUe  Maoonnt's  ( 
The  noble  Vi^irount  profided  fer  the 
■uctstraiionof  the  funds  «f  charities.  They 
«iid  the  9«ie,  and  wocjd  take  the 
X'tso^tiot's  clauses.  The  nohle 
prvriied  tor  the  election  of  the 
t^vK.  Ther  did  the 
the  nr^i>  \~isoi«int*s 
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4lie  noU^  Viscootit  would  not  be  ereafted 
for  that  purpose,  and  for  that  purpose 
o&ly  }  Then^  was  it  surprising  that  they, 
on  that  side  of  the  House,  should  say, 
''  There  is  do  use  in  establishing  Corpora- 
tions for  these  purposes;  there  is  no  neces- 
sity to  create  excitement  and  tumult,  for 
the  attainment  of  such  petty  objects.  Let 
us  remain  as  we  are ;  let  us  adopt  the  first 
part  of  the  noble  Viscount's  plan ;  but  let 
us  not  follow  it  up  by  creating  these  new 
Corporations,  for  the  purpose  of  giving  such 
unimportant  and  insigniiicant  duties  to 
them."  He  would  remind  their  Lordships 
that  petitions  had  been  presented  from  Cork 
and  Dublin  against  the  Bill  proposed  by 
the  Government,  in  which  the  petitioners 
stated,  that  they  felt  alarmed  for  a  con- 
tinuance of  the  integrity  of  the  empire,  if 
such  a  bill  were  allowed  tt)  become  a  law. 
When  their  Lordships  were  considering 
these  new  Corporations,  and  the  trifling 
duties  which  they  would  have  to  perform, 
it  was  material  to  advert  to  a  point  which 
he  believed  had  not  been  noticed  or  referred 
.to  before — he  meant  the  expense  by  which 
they  would  be  attended.  This  was  by  no 
means  a  slight  consideration^  and  one  which 
he  was  sure  would  be  felt  in  Ireland,  The 
.mayor,  the  town-clerk,  the  recorder,  and 
many  other  inferior  officers,  were  all  to  be 
paid.  And  how  were  they  to  be  paid? 
.Why,  according  to  the  discretion  of  the 
town-council.  Tbeir  Lordships*  would  re- 
collect, that  this  was  in  Ireland,  where 
every  corporate  officer  would  be  elected 
by  parry  men,  and  paid  for  party  purposes. 
Then,  again,  compensation  was  to  be  given 
.to  all  officers  that  were  dismissed  from  their 
employment.  Did  not  their  Lordships  know, 
that  as  soon  as  this  Bill  passed  there  would 
be  a  general  clearing^that  all  the  old 
officers  would  be  turned  out,  and  that  to 
each  of  these,  according  to  the  provisions 
of  the  Bill,  compensation  must  be  given. 
Here  there  were  to  be  annual  election,  lists 
of  voters  annually  to  be  made  out,  notices 
to  be  given  and  duly  printed,  polling 
booths  to  be  erected — ^in  short  all  the  inci- 
dents and  all  the  einjenses  of  a  popular 
election,  and  this  to  take  place  once  in  every 
year  at  the  expense  of  the  public  The 
expense  was  to  fall  upon  the  town.  Then, 
although  the  towns  of  Ireland  were  already 
subject  to  a  heavy  charge  for  the  mainte- 
nance of  a  large  constabulary  force,  yet  in 
.  each  there  was  to  be  an  additional  watch, 
.  presided  over  by  a  chief  officer,  having  a 
^[ood  salary,  the  men  having  good  wages, 
'allowaiioes  being  made  for  the  sick  or  the 


wounded,  extra  pay  allowed  for  extraordiM 
nary  activity  or  zeal,  a.nd  a  variety  of  otber 
modes  of  getting  rid  of  money,  which,  in 
these  days  of  economy  and  retrenchment,  it 
was  perfectly  surprising  to  read.  How 
were  these  expenses  to  be  paid  out  of  the 
borough  fund  ?  In  nine  cases  out  of  ten 
the  borough  fund  would  not  be  sufficient, 
and  the  only  alternative  would  be  a  rate 
upon  the  inhabitants.  If,  therefore,  the 
inhabitants  of  any  of  the  Irish  .corporate 
towns  had  been  anxious  to  support  the 
present  measure,  he  thought  if  it  were  al- 
lowed to  pass  they  would  soon  have  cause 
to  repent  their  imprudence.  All  the  other 
points  of  the  Report  had  been  so  well 
treated  by  his  noble  Friend  (Lord  Fitz- 
gerald), that  he  did  not  feel  it  necessary  to 
go  into  them  even  for  a  moment.  There 
were,  however,  one  or  two  questions  which 
he  (Lord  Lyndhiirst)  put  the  other  night, 
and  to  which  the  noble  Viscount  (Mel- 
bourne) had  not  given  a  reply.  He  trusted, 
therefore,  that  he  might  be  pardoned  for 
repeating  them.  He  said,  that  in  this 
country  the  lists  would  be  made  out  in 
such  a  manner  as  to  secure  impartiality ; 
and  that  the  marginal  notes  to  tiie  present 
Bill  led  one  at  first  sight  to  suppose  that 
they  would  be  made  out  in  nearly  the  same 
way  in  Ireland ;  but  in  point  of^^fact  there 
was  a  material  diffierence.  In  Ireland  it 
was  proposed  that  the  churchwardens 
should  make  out  the  lists.  In  England, 
the  overseers  performed  that  duty.  But 
on  examining  the  Bill  a  little  closer,  it  ap- 
peared that  the  churchwardens  in  Ireland 
were  only  to  make  out  the  lists  for  the  first 
year  after  the  passing  of  the  Act,  and  that 
subsequently  that  duty  should  be  performed 
by  another  person.  And  performed  by 
whom  ?  Who  did  their  Loraships  suppose 
was  the  officer  selected  for  this  purpose  ? 
The  town.4;lerk ;  be  who  held  his  office  at 
the  pleasure  of  the  town-council — ^who  was 
entirely  dependent  on  their  will — whom 
they  could  at  any  time  turn  out  of  his 
office — who  was  their  mere  creature.  This 
man  after  the  first  year  was  to  make  out 
the  lists.  Could  their  Lordships  conceive 
any  officer  more  objectionable  ?  This  was 
one  of  the  objections  which  he  stated  on  a 
former  night,  and  to  which  the  noble  Vis- 
count gave  no  reply.  There  was  another 
point  which  he  thought  of  importance,  and 
U))on  which  he  must  also  beg  the  noble 
Viscount  to  give  some  explanation.  Their 
Lordships  were  most  anxious  and  caVeful 
in  the  English  Municipal  Corpration  Bill 
as  to  the  division  of  towns  into  wards. 
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was  not  dertroyed  by  tiioBe  wUcb  pre- 
ceded Md  fallowed  it.  The  BoUe  ud 
leMned  Lead  said,  tkat  in  the  popolarl? 
censtrocfeed  Gorpontiou  of  Irehuid^  a 
Bort  of  Teat  irodid  be  otabiished,  out  of 
^pliidi  nracfa  «f  the  aident  and  active 
flipirit  of  tbe  iidiabitaBts  nrigbt  harmleBBly 
escape;  tbat  tbe  discnsBioii  of  munidpal 
sAdxs  woiiM  draw  nmiy  from  publie  tu- 
nralt,  aad  deter  thoa  froan  meddling  in 
matten  of  a  bigber  nature.  Tbat  woald 
apply  eztxemdy  wdl,  as  a  general  ob- 
servation, to  Gonntaes  in  genersS ;  bat  wbat 
was  the  oonditaoa  of  Ireland  ?  An  organ- 
iaed  BysfeeiB  prefailed  tbere,  connected, 
froa  one  end  of  tbe  country  to  tbe 
otber,  by  tbe  fniestbood  and  agitators. 
Tbere  <£e  attention  and  the  energies  of 
tbe  town  ooondnorB,  instead  of  being 
engrossed  in  local  matters  would  be  di- 
rected to  one  point,  by  one  nsind,  for  one 
object  Bnt  it  bad  been  sud,  *'  England 
and  Scotland  bavc  Corporations^  wby 
i&OQld  not  Irdand  ?"  Ireland  stood  in  a 
situation  quite  different  either  from  £ng- 
bmd  or  Scotland.  Ireland  originally  con- 
nsted  of  two  parts  —one  part  ^iglifiji,  the 
other  Irish — 4uid  these  two  were  diame- 
trically opposed  to  eadi  otbo*.  Unfor- 
tanately,  at  tbe  time  of  tbe  Restoration, 
another  prinople  of  dtviaon  was  intro- 
daoed  between  ibese  two  parties,  and  it 
was  now  English  and  Protestant,  IiiGh  and 
Catholic.  These  parties  were  opposed  to 
each  other  with  great  bitterness,  and  on 
many  occasions  with  great  intenmty  of 
feding.  Who  then  would  say,  tbat  what 
was  good  in  one  country,  must  necessarily 
be  good  in  tbe  other.  That  what  was 
adopted  here,  and  found  to  be  beneficial, 
XBeaA  neoessarily  be  beneficial  to  Irdand, 
and  oagbt  at  once  to  be  extended  to  that 
ooontry.  The  reasoning  was  perfectly 
childidi,  and  if  it  were  allowed  to  obtain, 
lor  any  length  of  time,  or  to  goFcm  the 
mind  of  sodi  an  assonUy  as  their  Loid- 
ahips,  it  woaM,  indeed,  be  woridng  out 
one  of  tbe  sayings  attributed  to  one  of 
tbe  CbanoeHorB  of  Lcdaad,  who  called 
history  an  eid  almanac  The  very  Bill 
poposed  by  the  nobk  Viscount  admow- 
fedged  the  distinction  wbidi  existed  be- 
tween the  two  countries,  else  why  wilii- 
buld  from  the  Corporations  of  Ireland  the 
same  antbonty,  power  and  influence  as 
Were  conferred  upon  those  of  England? 
Again,  there  was  a  ooerdve  Bill  for  Ire- 
land, bnt  nothing  (tf  tbe  same  description 
for  England.  Thae  was  a  Constabnbury 
BiU  «0r  Iidaod,    Tberewasnomdi  Bill 


fior  Ettg^aikL  ^  Do  not  let  us  be  weak, 
then,"  continued  tbe  noUe  and  learned 
Lord  ;  "  Do  not  let  n»  be  diildish.  Let 
us  look  at  Ireland  as  it  is ;  let  us  regard 
her  people  as  we  find  them,  and  legislate 
for  them  accordingly.**  On  the  present 
occasion,  the  short  questimi  for  your  Lord- 
ships* oani^eration  is  this: — Both  par- 
ties  are  agreed  on  the  extinction  of  the 
Corporali<ms  in  Ireland;  and  the  question 
is,  what  we  shall  substitute  in  place  dP 
them  ?  I  agree  with  the  view  taken  by 
my  noble  Friend;  the  noble  Viscount 
prefers  his  own.  It  will  be  lor  your  Lord- 
ships to  decide  betweoi  us. 

Viscount  Melhoume :  I  am,  my  Lords, 
happy  to  say,  that  I  do  not  consider  it 
necessary  to  intrude,  at  this  late  hour, 
and  at  &is  protracted  season  of  the  de^ 
bate,  but  for  a  short  period  upon  your 
time.  The  noble  Lord  who  opened  this 
debate,  began  his  statement  by  referring 
to  the  different  relatire  situations  of  the 
boroughs  of  Ireland,  and  of  this  country, 
referring  to  the  different  objects  for 
which  they  were  created,  and  for  which  they 
had  been  preserred.  Although,  my  Lords, 
I  admit  tbat  there  were  many  of  those 
boroughs  that  were  instituted  for  politic 
cal  purposes — that  those  borou^s  were 
established,  in  a  great  measure,  for  poli- 
tical purposes — ^that  they  were  political 
institutions — ^that  they  were  the  outguards 
of  the  Protestant  and  the  English  party  in 
that  country ;  yet  I  believe,  that  the  ooble 
Lord  will  discover  that  he  is  mistaken  if 
be  supposes  that  the  English  boroughs 
were  created  npon  different  principles — 
that  they  were  not  created  for  political 
purposes — that  they  were  not  farmed  for 
political  ends — that  they  were  not  ori- 
ginated for  predsely  the  same  ends  as 
tbe  Irii^  Coqwrations.  We  know  that 
the  prindpal  part  of  tbe  Cozporations  re- 
oeived  tbor  charters  in  the  latter  times  of 
tiie  Refonaatioo— -that  the  Corporations  in 
the  west  were  generally  established  by  tbe 
Duke  of  Somerset,  for  the  purpose  of  main- 
taining tbe  Protestant  interests,  and  of 
securing  a  majority  in  the  House  of  Com* 
mens  that  could  carry  tbe  measures  then 
in  contem^tion.  We,  on  tbe  other  band, 
are  aware,  tbat  when  tbe  Catholic  interest 
prevailed  in  tbe  time  of  Queen  Mary,  that 
charters  were  coDferred  npon  many  towns 
in  tbe  north,  in  which  the  Roman  Catholic 
religion  was  the  strongest.  Therefore  it  is, 
that  I  beg  leave  to  tell  tbe  noble  Lord,  that 
there  is  not  that  difference  in  tbe  origin  of 
Corporatkna  and  -Borougbs  in  this  oountry 
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of  the  local  goferoAients  of  this  oountry, 
but   I  will  8ay,  that  they  have  been  too 
little  under  the  control  and  superrigion  of 
'the  supreme  Government.    There  has  not 
been  with  them  in  the  jargon  of  the  present 
day— -enouffh  of  centralization.      But  as 
for    Ireland,    we  ought  to  cherish,   and 
to  foster,  we  ought  to  do  everything  in  our 
•power  to  promote  and  encourage  local  au- 
thorityj  local  management,  local  distinction 
—all  of  which  it  is  now  proposed  to  do 
away  with  at  one  blow,  by  this  measure. 
You  are  going  to  do  away  with  them  in 
large  towns  and  cities— in  cities  well  known 
to  be  growing  every  day  in  wealth  and 
importanoe.    You  are  going  to  hurt  their 
pride,  to  wound  their  feelings,  to  injure 
their  interests ;  all  are  compromised  by  the 
course  which    in  this  manner  you  have 
been  called  upon,  and  I  must  say  in  my 
.opinion  hastily  and  rashly,  to  pursue.  The 
noble  and  learned  Lord  has  mentioned  one 
or  two  points  respecting  which  he  says 
no  explanation  has  been  given.     I  should 
have  given  the  explanation  to  both  those 
points  if  I  had  not   thought  they  were 
fitter  for  explanation  in  Committee  than 
for  discussion  in  this  House.    They  were 
not  points  that  affected  the  question  of 
the  second  reading  of  this  Bill.    One  of 
those  points  is  respecting  the  town  clerk 
making  out  the  lists.     It  is  evident  that 
is  liable  to  objection ;  but  some  one  is  ne- 
cessarily required  to  effect  that  object. 
Now,  with  respect  to  the  second  point, — 
the  wards  of  towns.   It  was  not  absolutely 
necessary  to  place  that  in  the  Bill.  Besides, 
I  understood  that  the  division  of  towns 
into  wards  is  very  nearly  completed,  and 
when  they  are,  a  measure  will  be  brought 
forward  to  effect  that  arrangement    That, 
too,  is  a  matter  which    is  still  for  the 
Committee.  If  the  noble  and  learned  Lord 
will  please  to-  recollect,  an  alteration  to 
this  effect  was  made  in  the  Corporation 
Bill  of  last  year.    Such  an  alteration  was 
made  in  the  Committee  on  that  Bill,  and 
,  I  cannot  myself  see  why  this  Bill  is  not 
also  liable  to  an  alteration  in  this  respect. 
The  real  question  here  is,  whether  these 
town*councils  in   Ireland,    constituted  in 
the  manner  that  is  proposed,  are  liable  to 
the  objections  that  have  been  stated  against 
them — whether  they  are,    as  the  noble 
.  Lord  has  dechured  thev  will  be,  nuisances, 
or  '*  normal  schools  o>  peaceful  agitation," 
as  an  hon.  Gentleman  is  stated  to  have 
laid  that  he  hoped   and   expected  they 
would  be.    My  Lords,  I  cannot  undertake, 
«liato  this  or  any  other  measurci  to  answer 


for  the  opinions  which  may  be  expressed  bT 

others  as  to  its  practical  effects,  nor  can 
I  receive  the  assertions  of  its  opponents  as 
arguments  against  it  Is  it  because  some 
persons  think  that  a  measure  will  go  far- 
ther than  it  is  intended  to  go — because  they 
anticipate  effects  from  it  which  may  favour 
their  own  views — is  it  because  they  sup- 
pose this,  your  Lordships  are  not  to  pass 
a<measure  of  great  importance  ?  Why,  if 
that  were  to  be  an  objection  to  a  mea8Ui;e, 
never  would  any  measure  have  passed.  Why, 
when  the  petition  for  a  Bill  of  Rights  was 
acceded  to,  there  were  many  men  who 
hoped  and  believed  that  it  would  ultimately 
lead  to  more  violent  consequences.  If  such 
an  objection  were  to  have  prevailed,  the 
Habeas  Corpus  Act  wotdd  never  have 
passed ;  because  it  was  the  opinion  of 
James  the  2nd  that  a  regular  Govern- 
ment could  not  go  on  under  it.  What  say 
you  of  the  Revolution  ?  Were  there  not 
many  who  favoured  it  because  they  believed 
that  the  disturbance  of  the  succession  to 
the  Throne  would  lead  to  a  more  violent 
revolution?  If  you  were  to  permit  your- 
selves to  be  swayed  by  arguments  like  that, 
you  could  not  take  a  single  step  ;  because 
you  would  find  persons  to  anticipate  from 
it  greater  consequences,  and  such  as 
favoured  their  own  views.  I  say  that  no 
great  measure  ever  would,  or  ever  could  be 
passed,  if  men  differed,  or  you  now  permit 
such  an  objection  to  be  a  valid  one  against 
an  important  measure.  But  1  beg  now  to' 
ask  what  are  the  reasons  assigned  to  prove 
that  the  town-councils  would  become 
normal  schools  of  agitation,  or  engage 
entirely  in  politics  ?  Is  it,  after  all  ihat 
has  been  said,  proved  that  the  town- 
councils  in  England  have  so  engaged  in 
politics,  or  even  if  they  had,  what  power 
do  they  possess  ?  I  know  of  nothing  more 
weak,  nothing  more  feeble,  than  any 
assembly  that  steps  beyond  its  province, 
and  interferes  with  what  does  not  belong 
to  it,  and  which  does  not  come  immediately 
and  directly  within  its  cognizance.  So  it 
must  be  with  those  town-councils  :  if  they 
entered  into  any  species  of  conflict,  or 
engaged  in  political  warfare,  they  would 
be  utterly  powerless  ;  for  there  is  an 
evident  and  clear  distinction  between 
misusing  power  and  mere  perverting  the 
authority  with  which  they  are  invested. 
After  all  that  has  been  said  of  the  btate  of 
Ireland^  let  me  ask  this-*is  there  proof 
given  to  us  of  the  exclusive  use  of  the 
power  now  committed  to  the  Roman 
Catholics?  Where  is  the  proof  of  it?  Ja 
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it  in  the  Parliamentary  branch  that  such  a 
power  is  exercised  ?  You  sa^  that  the 
Roman  Catholics  would  use  their  power  in 
electing  Members  of  the  town-council-— 
that  none  but  Roman  Catholics  would  be 
returned.  Now  of  the  105  Irish  Members 
returned  to  the  House  of  Commons,  thirty- 
six  are  Roman  Catholics,  and  four  or  fire  of 
these  are  all  of  one  family,  elected,  too, 
under  very  particular  circumstances,  and 
such  as  are  not  likely  to  occur  again.  Now, 
whether  Mr.  O'Connell  be  man  or  devil, 
**  A  spirit  of  health,  or  goblin  damned,'^ 
still  he  is  but  an  individual ;  and  being, 
too,  one  of  great  and  unusual  courage,  he 
is  thus  peculiarly  situated.  Now,  no  man 
springs  up  exactly  like  another,  nor  is  ever 
the  precise  situation  that  he  holds  likely 
to  be  filled  up.  The  pre-eminency  that  he 
holds,  the  situation  that  he  fills  in  the  Irish 
representation,  is  one  occupied  under 
peculiar  circumstances ;  ana  it  is  not 
fitting  nor  prudent  in  a  great  assem- 
bly to  legislate  upon  a  particular  case.  No 
possible  reason  has  been  laid  down  to 
induce  us  to  infer  that  the  Roman  Ca- 
tholics will  naturally  or  necessarily  pre- 
dominate in  those  elections,  or  that  they 
will  have  more  than  that  fair  share  which 
necessarily  belongs  to  their  numbers  and. 
power^  and  which  always  must  have  their 
weight  and  influence.  1  think  it  less  likely 
that  spiritual  influence  can  be  exercised 
with  effect  in  the  election  of  town-coun- 
cils ;  I  do  not  consider  that  it  can  be  used 
in  reference  to  those  matters — ^the  influence 
of  priests  is  very  likely  to  be  much  less  in 
great  cities  than  in  the  country.  I  appre- 
hend that  the  influence  of  no  minister  of 
religion  is  as  great  in  a  populous  town  as  it 
is  in  the  remote  and  distant  villages — in 
this  respect,  then,  the  influence  declared 
to  be  so  overwhelming  and  commanding, 
will  be  far  less  effective  in  the  town-coun- 
cils and  assemblies  of  cities  than  it  is  in 
the  country.  I  cannot  help  observing,  that 
the  influence  so  much  complained  of  is 
carried  to  a  very  great  extent ;  there  is  not 
only  the  influence  of  the  priests,  but  there 
IS  also  the  influence  of  others.  It  is  an  in- 
fluence not  peculiar  to  one  class,  not  exer- 
cised by  one  class  alone,  but  carried  intp 
and  acted  upon  in  every  state  of  society. 
The  great  disease  of  society,  the  great  im- 
pediment to  quiet  government,  the  great 
evil  of  the  day,  the  greatest  prevailing  abuse 
at  present,  is,  that  every  one  thinks  he  has 
a  right  to  employ  his  influence  over  another 
^«ach  practises  it,  and  each  exclaims 
figatnat  its  practice  in  another ;  the  land«  | 


lord  enforces  it  on  his  tenant,  the  cus- 
tomer over  his  tndesman;  they  force  goQ'- 
science,  and  they  drive  persons  against 
their  will  to  the  poll  to  vote  contrary  to 
their  own  wishes.  I  say,  then,  upon  what- 
ever side  this  influence  is  exercised,  it  is  a 
cruel  tyranny  and  a  gross  injustice.   I  say- 
that  it  is  a  great  evil ;  it  is  one,  too,  pre- 
vailing in  a  greater  degree  in  this  than  in 
any  other  country ;   and  that  in  no  other 
country  but  this,  where  there  is  a  popular 
form  of  Government,  does  it  prevail.  With 
respect  to  the  influence  of  the  priests,  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  lays  great  stress 
upon  it    We  cannot  too  much  complain  of 
the  extent  of  that  influence  when  impro- 
perly exercised ;  but  let  it  be  recollected  that 
it  is  very  diflicult  to  separate  the  influence 
of  the  minister  of  religion  from  religion  itself. 
This  is,  my  Lords,  a  very  delicate  subject 
to  touch  upon.    Where  a  religion  is  exer- 
cised as  it  is  in  Ireland,  where  it  ha*,  great 
influence,  as  it  has,  over  the  minds  of  the 
Roman  Catholics  of  that  country,  where  its 
rites  are  considered  necessary,  and  are  con- 
stantly administered,  it  follows  that  those 
ministers  to  whom  the  people  thus  fre- 
quently resort,  have  a  great  and  command- 
ing power  over  them.   That  power  may  be 
a  blessing  or  a  curse,  according  to  the 
manner  in  which  it  is  exercised ;  but  we 
cannot  hope,  you  may  depend  upon  it,  to 
lessen  that  power  by  railing  at  it ;  we  can- 
not hope  to  diminish  it  by  reviling  it — by 
doing  that  you  only  drive  it  still  more 
deeply  into  the  habits  and  feelings  of  the 
people.    Influence  over  others  is  not  more 
exercised  in  that  country  than  in  this,  and 
yet  the  exercise  of  that  influence  would 
be  no  good  reason  for  doing  away  with  the 
constitution  of  this  country,  or  exclaiming 
against  the  right  of  property.  Your  Lor£ 
ships  have  to  make  your  election  which 
proposition  is  to   prevail-^the  extension 
of  rights    and    privileges  to   Ireland- 
rights  and  privileges  which  are  greatly 
prized  by  all  men,  or  the  curtailment  of 
the  rights  and  privileges  of  which  Irish- 
men are  already  possessed.     I  shall  not 
address  your  Lordships  any  longer.  I  have 
only  to  express  my  strong  opinion  that  it 
is  better  to  go  into  the  Bill  originally  pro- 
posed, and  consider  its  various  enactments 
in  Committee,  and  that  you  will  commit  a 
very  hasty,  a  very  rash,  and  a  very  impru- 
dent step,  if  you  accede  to  the  instruction 
moved  by  the  noble  Lord. 

Lord  Fitzgerald  and  Fesci  replied :  It 
did  not  mudi  matter^  he  said,  whether 
Roman  Catholics  were  elected  or  not,  pr(H 
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Tided  that  Protestants  could  be  seat,  bound 
hand  and  foot  by  Catholic  constituencies^ 
to  destroy  all  the  institutions  of  the  coun- 
try. He  might  mention  the  town  of  Clon- 
mel  as  an  example  of  the  observation  which 
he  had  just  maae.  In  Clonmel  there  were 
a  great  number  of  the  Society  of  Friends^ 
who  possessed  large  establishments,  and 
were  m  the  enjoyment  of  large  properties. 
The  affairs  of  that  town  had  been  managed 
by  a  local  board  previous  to  the  Act  of  the 
9th  George  4th  coming  into  force.  The 
number  of  persons  who  constituted  this 
local  board  was  twenty-two,  and  the  whole 
of  these  persons  were  Protestants  and 
Quakers,  whose  property  was  rated  to  the 
extent  of  2^410/.  annually.  What  was  the 
consequence  after  the  Act  of  Geo.  4th 
came  into  operation?  Why,  that  the 
twenty-two  Protestants  who  formed  the 
local  board  had  been  displaced,  and  substi- 
tuted by  twenty-two  Roman  Catholics, 
whose  property  was  not  rated  to  any 
greater  amount  than  357 L  He  only  stated 
this  fact  to  show  what  the  asoendiancy  of 
the  Roman  Catholics  would  be  in  all  places 
where  there  was  a  lar^  constituency. 
There  were  some  other  pomts  to  which  he 
should  like  to  advert,  but  seeing  the  dis- 
position of  the  House,  he  should  abstain 
from  doing  so.  The  noble  Lord  opposite 
had  complained  that  he  had  not  explained 
the  difference  between  the  two  countries, 
and  why  the  same  principles  should  not  be 
equally  applied  to  both.  He  would  tell  the 
noble  Lora  that  it  was  that  difference— a 
difference  which  was  on  all  hands  admitted 
to  exist,  that  constituted  the  reason  why 
the  administration  of  justice  should  be 
withdrawn  from  the  Irish  Corporations, 
though  placed  in  the  hands  of  the  English 
Corporations. 

Lord  HoUand  merely  wished  to  say  in  ex- 
planation, that  the  noble  Lord  was  quite 
mistaken  in  supposing  that  he  had  denied 
that  the  noble  Lord  had  a  perfect  right, 
according  to  the  usages  of  the  House,  to 
propose  an  instruction. 

Lord  Fitzgerald  and  Vesd  observed, 
that  in  1823,  it  appeared  by  the  Jour- 
nals of  their  Lordships'  House,  an  in- 
struction was  proposed  on  the  question 
for  goin^  into  Committee  on  the  Tithe 
Composition  Bill,  in  order  to  introduce 
a  particular  clause.  The  instruction 
was  rejected,  but  the  clause  was  inserted 
in  the  Committee,  and  the  Bill  passed,  and 
was  sent  down  to  the  Commons* 

Lord  HoUand  said,  that  he  had  not 
been  aware  that  such  an  authority  existed 


to  show,that  proposing  an  instruction^under 
the  circumstances,  was  improper.  He  did 
not  say  it  in  triumph,  but  ne  could  not 
help  observing,  that  the  noble  Lord  had 
cited  an  authority  against  himself. 

The  House  divided  on  the  original  mo« 
tion. 

Contents— Present  72)  Proxies  47  $  119: 
—Not-Contents— Present  133,  Proxies  70  : 
203~Majority  84. 

Main  question,  as  amended,  put  and 
agreed  to.  Instruction  to  the  Committee 
ordered.  The  Bill  to  be  committed  on 
Tuesday. 
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Headfort) 
Howden 
Poltimore 
Mostyn 
Segrave 
Templemore 
Dinorben 
Cloncurry 
Godolphin 
Solway  (Marquess  of 

Queensberry) 
Denman 
Duncannon 
Glenelg 
Hatherton 
Strafford 
Cottenham 
Langdale. 

BISHOP84 

Chichester 

Hereford 
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MarlboroQgh, 

MARQUESSES. 

Winchester 

Anglesey 

Westminster. 

EABLS. 

Shrewsbury 

•Derby 

liootiDgdon 

Suffolk 

Essex 

Carlisle 

Ferrers 

FitzwiUiam 

Spencer 

Gosford 

Grey 

Mulgrave 

Morley 

Durham 

Granville. 

VISCOUNT. 

Lake. 

BABONS. 

Aodley 
Stourton 
Arundel 
Dormer 


Rowland   (Marq.    of*^ 
Tavistock) 

Montford 

Carleton  (E.  of  Shan- 
non) 

Dorchester 

Auckland 

LytteUon 

Mendip  (Vis.Clifden) 

Wellesley   (Marquess 
Wellesley) 

Granard  (EarlofGra- 
nard) 

Lynedoch 

llanfurly  (E.  of  Ran- 
furly) 
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Brougham 

Fxogall  (Earl  of  Fin- 
gall) 

Rossie  (Ld.  Kinnaird) 

Chaworth     (Earl     of 
Meath) 

Ludlow  (E.  Ludlow) 

Hamilton  (Lord  Bel- 
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Western. 

BISHOP. 
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Orkney 
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Aylesford 
Harrington 
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Hillsborough    (Marq. 
of  Downshire) 

Digby 

Beverley 

Mayo 

Bel  more 

Bandon 

Rosslyn 
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Limerick 

Rosse 

Orford 

Lonsdale 

Harrowby 

Verulam 

Brownlow 

Bradford 

Beauchamp 

Glengall 

De  Grey 

Falmouth 

Vane  (Marq.  of  Lon- 
donderry) 

Amherst 

Ripon 

viseouvTS. 

Hereford 

Arbuthnot 

Sydney 

Hood 

Doneraile 

St.  Vincent 

Gordon  (Earl  of  Aber- 
deen) 


Exmouth 

Gort 

Beresford 

BAB01I8. 

DeRos 

Willoughby  de  Broke 

St.  John 

Saltoun 

Sinclair 

Colville 

Reay 

Hay  (Earl  of  Kinnoul) 

Monson 

Sondes 

Boston 

Bagot 

Southampton 

Montagu 

Kenyon 

Braybrooke 

Gage  (Viscount  Gage) 

Stewart  of  Garlies  (E. 
of  Galloway) 

Saltersford  (Earl  of 
Courtown) 

Bayning 

Bolton 

Fitzgibbon  (Earl  of 
Clare) 

Dunsany 

Loftus  (Marq.  of  Ely) 

Alvanley 

Redesdate 

EUenborough 

Manners 

Meldrum  (Earl  of 
Aboyne) 

Prudhoe 

Colchester 

Ker  (Marquess  of  Lo- 
thian) 

Clanbrassil  (Earl  of 
Roden) 


Maryborough 

Oriel  (Visct.  Ferrard) 

Ravensworth 

Forester 

Downes 

Bexley 

Penshnrst     (Viscount 

Strangford) 
Farnborongh 
De  Tabley 
Wharncliffe 
Lyndhurst 
Tenterden 
Melross  (Earl  of  Had« 

dington) 
Cowley 

Stuart  de  Rothesay 
Heytesbury 
Clanwilliam  (Earl  of 

Clanwilliam) 
Skelmersdale 
Wallace 
Fitzgerald 
Abinger 
De  Lisle 
Ashburton 
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Winchester 
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Rochester 
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Warwick 
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Norwich     (Duke     of 

Gordon) 
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« 
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Clancarty 

St.  Germain^s 

Eldon 
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Ganteibury 

BARONS. 

Clinton 
Forbes 

Gray 

Dynevor 

Wabingham 

Grantley 

Rodney 

Berwick 

Tyrone  (Marquess  of 

Walerford) 
Stuart  of  Castle  Stuart 

(Earl  of  Moray) 
Douglas 
RoUe 
Carrington 
Wodehouse 
Northwich 
Famham 
Dufferin 


Rivers 
Arden 
Sheffield  (K.  of  Shef* 

field) 
Ardrossan  (£.  of  Eg« 

lintoun) 
Hopetoun    (Earl    of 

Hopetoun) 
Churchill 
Harris 
Delamere 
Wigan  (Earl  of  Bal- 

carres) 
Wynford 

BISHOPS. 

Salisbury 
Bath  and  Wells 
St.  Asaph 
Worcester 
St.  Darid's 


HOUSE   OF   COMMONS, 
Tuesday,  April  26,  1836. 

Mmons.]  Pettttooi  pnsented.  By  Golonel  Pabbt,  from 
Attorneys  of  PwUwheli,  for  the  Repsal  of  the  Duty  ob 
Certificates.— By  Sir  Andbkw  Aonbvt.  from  Conway, 
lilaodigai,  Lanllediid*  for  the  Better  ObservaDoe  of  the 
Sabbath.— By  BIr.  Poulbtt  TBOiisoir,  from  the  Chami> 
ber  of  Commerce  and  Manufactures  of  Manchester,  for  the 
Repeal  of  the  Duty  on  Marine  Insuraaoes. 

Gbeat  Noethern  Railway  Bill.] 
Lord  Stormont  moved  the  Second  Read- 
ing of  the  Great  Northern  Railroad  Bill. 

Colonel  Sibthorpe  had  such  a  decided 
aversion  to  the  introduction  of  Railway 
Bills  in  that  House,  that  he  would  move 
that  the  present  Bill  be  read  a  Second 
time  that  day  six  months.  He  objected 
to  the  Bill,  that  the  standing  orders  had 
not  been  complied  with,  which  required, 
that  the  plans  of  the  entire  line  should  be 
lodged  with  the  Clerks  of  the  Peace  in 
the  respective  counties  through  which  the 
road  was  intended  to  pass. 

Major  Hundley  would  also  oppose  the 
Bill,  but  on  far  different  grounds  from 
those  of  the  gallant  Member,  though  if 
he  (Major  Handley)  were  to  consult  his 
own  interests,  he  should  support  it,  as  it 
would  be  much  more  convenient  for  him 
than  any  other  line.  But  be  thought  it 
was  full  time  for  the  House  to  protect  the 
property  of  individuals  against  the  specula- 
tors of  the  Stock  Exchange.  The  defects 
of  the  plans  lodged  with  the  Clerks  of  the 
Peace  were  so  great,  that  a  man  could  not 
trace  out  the  boundaries  of  his  own  pro-» 

Eerty,  and  speculators  were   allowed  to 
reak  through  gentlemen's  estates,  parks, 
and  gardens,  and  oblige  them  to  come 

Vf  from  aU  parts  of  tb«  Qoumr;  to  pro* 


tect  their  property  at  an  expense  of  be- 
tween 300/.  and  400/.  He  wished  for  a 
railroad,  but  he  could  not  consider  this 
**  bubble,"  which  was  incompatible  with 
the  rules  and  regulations  laid  down  during 
the  session,  in  that  light.  Hehoped  the 
House  would  interfere  to  protect  private 
property  from  the  ruthless  hands  of  rash 
speculators.  He  had  no  hesitation  in  sup- 
porting the  motion  of  the  gallant  officer. 

Mr.  Oilbert  Heathcote  was  of  opinion, 
that  it  would  be  for  the  public  and  private 
interests  of  the  parties  to  give  this  Bill  a 
negative,  and  prevent  it  from  going  fur- 
ther. The  first  information  he  bad  of  the 
Bill,  was  seeing  in  tl)e  newspapers  that  it 
had  been  read  a  first  time,  and  an  hon. 
Friend  of  his,  the  Member  for  Leicester- 
shire, only  heard  of  it  from  him  (Mr. 
Heathcote)  three  days  ago.  There 
were  two  lines  before  a  Committee;  of 
those  interested  in  one  he  knew  no- 
thing,  but  those  engaged  in  the  other 
proposed  none  of  those  encroachments  on 
private  rights  which  were  contained  in  the 
Bill  under  consideration.  The  House 
should  interfere  to  protect  private  pro- 
perty, and  discountenance  the  practice  of 
bringing  country  gentlemen  before  a  Com- 
mittee, at  enormous  expense,  to  protect 
their  properties. 

Mr.  Eaion  thought,  that  in  justice  to 
the  promoters  of  the  Bill,  who  had  beqn 
subjected  to  heavy  expense,  they  ought  to 
allow  it  to  be  read  a  second  time. 

Mr.  Harvey  was  of  opinion,  that  the 
best  thing  in  support  of  this  measure  was, 
that  it  was  the  third  experiment  made  to 
get  rid  of  it.  Here  were  two  Bills,  both 
professing  to  go  from  London  to  Cam- 
bridge, then  from  Cambridge  to  York, 
and  afterwards  to  branch  off  to  the  north. 
If,  therefore,  they  were  disposed  to  de- 
stroy the  one,  they  would  be  favouring 
the  other,  and  would  it  not  be  justice  that 
the  Committee  should  have  the  competing 
lines  before  them,  in  order  to  ascertain 
their  respective  merits  ?  The  House  should 
not  run  the  risk  of  throwing  out  that 
which  might  be  good,  aqd  countenancing 
that  which  might  be  bad. 

Mr.  O'Connell  protested  before,  and  he 
would  then  repeat  it,  against  the  House 
being  turned  into  a  Committee  upon  pri- 
vate Bills,  similar  to  that  under  considera- 
tion. They  were  nearly  all  in  favour  of 
the  principle  of  railways,  aware  of  the  ad- 
vantages that  they  would  confer  on  the 
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oould  be  only  ascertained  in  a  Com- 
mittee. 

Mr.  Finch  said,  that  in  this  instance 
the  parties  had  expended  considerable 
sums  of  money  in  the  undertaking,  and 
had  received  no  intimation  of  an  intention 
of  being  opposed.  Therefore,  he  thought 
it  would  be  better  to  allow  the  Bill  to  be 
read  a  second  time. 

Mr.  Evelyn  Denison  said,  that  the  par- 
ties  engaged  in  the  success  of  this  Bill 
were  already  before  the  Committee.  In 
competing  and  giving  their  most  strenuous 
opposition  to  another  line,  in  pointing  out 
its  disadvantages,  while  they  were  extoll- 
ing the  merits  and  utility  of  their  own — 
in  this  way,  a  full  opportunity  would  be 
given  of  pointing  out  the  best  of  the  two 
lines,  consequently  no  inconvenience  could 
be  experienced ; '  but,  on  the  contrary, 
much  benefit  derived  from  delay.  Under 
those  circumstances,  he  had  very  little 
difficulty  in  determining  to  vote  against 
the  second  reading  of  the  Bill. 

Mr.  Pryme  had  examined  the  line  with 
the  best  possible  attention;  but  so  di- 
vested were  the  plans  which  he  had  seen 
of  land-marks  and  other  information,  that 
it  was  impossible  for  a  man  to  recognise 
his  own  property  on  the  entire  line. 

Lord  Stormont  had  listened  attentively 
to  the  objections  raised  against  this  pro- 

i'ected  railway  by  the  hon.  Members  who 
lad  taken  part  in  the  discussion,  but  in 
his  mind  they  were  not  sufficient  to  in- 
duce the  House  to  throw  out  the  Bill. 
He  considered  it  his  duty  to  press  the 
question,  and  to  take  the  sense  of  the 
House  upon  it. 

The  House  divided  on  the  second  read- 
ing:— Ayes  85;  Noes  99: — Majority  14. 

Bill  put  off  for  six  months. 

Bishops  ik  the  Hoijse  of  Lords.] 
Mr.  Rippon^  in  bringing  forward  his  mo- 
tion for  the  exclusion  of  the  Bishops 
from  the  House  of  Lords,  said,  it  may  be 
in  the  remembrance  of  some  hon.  Gentle- 
men, that,  two  years  since,  I  brought  for- 
ward a  measure  somewhat  similar  to  that 
which  I  am  now  about  to  offer  to  the  no- 
tice of  the  House.  It  was  received  by 
Lord  Althorp,  the  then  Ministerial  leader, 
with  contempt  and  undoncem.  "  If,"  said 
that  noble  Lord,  ^'  I  thought  that  any  be- 
sides the  mover  and  seconder  of  this  mo- 
tion were  likely  to  concur  in  it,  I  would 
state  the  grounds  on  which  I  oppose  it." 
The  division  determined  the   value  of 


the  noble  Lord^s  pretensions  to  presci- 
ence, for  although  128  voted  against 
the  proposition^  no  less  than  6fty-eight 
recorded  their  opinions  in  its  favour. 
This  discreet  secrecy  of  the  noble  Lord 
having  thus  deprived  me  of  all  oppor- 
tunity for  enlightenment,  I  am  compelled 
once  again  to  reiterate  my  arguments; 
the  subject  advances  in  public  interest; 
its  former  reception  did  not  check,  but,  on 
the  contrary,  forwarded  its  growth;  a 
spirit  of  religious  reformation  is  at  the 
present  moment  stirring  in  society,  which 
cannot  be  eluded^  nor  safely  resisted.  I 
entreat  hon.  Gentlemen  to  banish  from 
their  minds  those  impediments  to  improve- 
ment— a  veneration  for  antiquity,  and  a 
reverence  for  established  practices.  I  bid 
them  consider,  whether  the  practice  of 
which  I  complain  is  really  beneficial  to 
the  cause  of  religion,  or  profitable  to  the 
great  mass  of  society.  I  ask  them 
to  review  with  impartiality,  and  decide 
with  boldness  in  the  cause  of  truth.  I 
wish  not  to  assume  any  counterfeit  so- 
lemnity, but  it  is  my  desire  to  discuss 
this  question  without  asperity  of  lan- 
guage, and  without  giving  needless  offence 
to  the  feelings  or  prejudices  of  any  man. 
It  is  not  my  intention  to  weary  the  House 
by  detailing  the  origin  and  progress  of 
our  ecclesiastical  system.  I  am  no  votary 
of  antiquity.  I  will  not  cite  the  changes 
of  Constantine,  nor  the  edicts  of  Justinian 
— I  will  not  describe  the  usurpations  of 
secular  power  by  the  Clergy  in  this 
country  prior  to  that  time  when  the 
Crown  was  substituted  for  the  tiara — nor 
will  I  notice  the  events  of  a  later  period 
in  our  history,  when  the  Sovereign  and  the 
subject  were  arrayed  against  each  other 
in  religious  strife,  when  the  cry  of  ''  No 
Bishop,  no  King  1 "  was  raisedf.  Suffice 
for  us  to  bear  in  mind,  that  Charles  pe- 
rished on  the  scaffold,  James  became  ah 
exile  from  his  country,  and  the  House  of 
Stuart  was  banished  for  ever  from  the 
Throne.  My  purpose  is,  to  consider 
the  numerous,  onerous,  and  increas- 
ing duties  which  attach  to  the  office  of 
Bishop,  with  a  view  to  show  that  these,  if 
properly  discharged,  afford  ample  occu- 
pation for  his  time  and  regard.  Under 
the  new  arrangement,  as  proposed  in  the 
first  Report  of  the  Ecclesiastical  Commis 
sioners,  10,400  benefices  will  be  in  charge 
of  the  twenty-six  diocesans — in  Lincoln, 
780 ;  in  Exeter,  635 ;  in  York,  695 ;  in 

Ely  564 ;  and  supposing  that  the  whole 
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number  were  equally  allotted,  it  would 
give  400  benefices  to  the  superintendence 
of  each  Bishop.  The  second  Report  of  the 
Commissioners  calls  for  '*  a  further 
increase  of  churches  and  clergymen,  to 
make  adequate  provision  for  the  religious 
instruction  of  a  rapidly  increased  and 
increasing  population."  Thus  if  every 
benefice  had,  which  it  ought  to  have,  and 
I  hope  may  soon  have,  a  resident  pastor, 
each  Bishop  would  be  an  Overseer  of  400 
ministers,  and  if  the  alleged  wants  of  the 
Church  were  provided  for,  even  of  an 
augmented  number.  And  here  I  would 
call  the  particular  attention  of  the  House 
to  a  most  important,  bat  as  I  fear,  a  most 
neglected  object  of  ecclesiastical  policy — 
the  maintaining  of  a  pastoral  connexion 
between  the  Bishop  and  his  Clergy.  Be 
assured,  the  highest  qualities  of  moral  and 
religious  excellence  may  fail  in  pro- 
ducing good  results,  if  the  overseer  be  far 
exalted  in  bearing  and  condition  above 
those  who  are  intrusted  to  his  guidance.  It 
isthedutyofa  Bishop  frequently  to  visit 
his  Clergy,  and  ever  keep  up  with  them 
a  friendly  communication.  He  should 
receive  them  without  reserve,  and  ap« 
proach  them  without  ostentation.  He 
should  examine  the  interests  of  the 
Church  in  the  various  parishes,  seeing 
with  his  own  eyes,  and  hearing  with  his 
own  ears,  not  trusting  to  the  reports  of  par- 
tial officials;  and  if  from  time  to  time 
he  were  to  occupy  the  parish  pulpits,  his 
preaching  would  give  life  and  energy  to 
the  system.  He  should  pay  attention  to 
those  establishments  for  early  intellectual 
culture — the  village  schools — making  the 
qualifications  and  conduct  of  the  masters 
objects  of  examination  and  inquiry  in  his 
parochial  visitations.  He  should  diligently 
scrutinise  and  carefully  ascertain  the 
fitness  of  those  who  apply  for  ordination, 
not  merely  by  guaging  the  quantity  of 
Latin  and  Greek  that  may  be  stored  in 
their  understandings,  but  by  testing  the 
natural  bent,  the  individual  bias  towards 
seriousness  of  thought  and  habit,  which 
alone  ofiier  hopes  of  usefulness  in  the  work 
of  the  ministry,  which  alone  discover 
fitness  for  admission  into  the  holy  office  of 
priesthood.  It  is  his  duty  to  administer 
the  rite  of  confirmation  to  thousands  of 
children.  He  has  also  to  discharge  a 
momentous  trust,  to  the  proper  exercise  of 
which  attaches  a  deep  responsibility— the 
disposal  of  the  ecclesiastical  preferment 
belobgingtohis  see;  for  it  appears  by  the 


Report,  that  1 ,248  benefices  are  now  under 
the  patronage  of  the  Bishops.  He  is 
bound  to  bestow  it  with  regard  to  the 
spiritual  wants  of  the  community,  not 
with  consideration  to  the  requests  of 
importunate  friends,  or  desirous  connex- 
ions ;  it  is  his  duty  to  seek  out  and  ad- 
vance the  worthy  and  meritorious,  who 
will  exhort  with  diligence,  who  will 
encourage  by  example,  who  will  be 
faithful  and  laborious  in  the  cause  of 
religious  truth.  These  are  the  duties  ; 
but  I  wish  not  to  weary  with  details.  I 
hope  that  I  have  fairly  and  sufficiently  set 
forth  the  matters  for  episcopal  superin- 
tendence and  ministration  ;  and  now  I 
would  ask,  whether  these  spiritual  cares 
are  not  sufficient,  and  more  than  suffi- 
cient to  occupy  the  time  of  a  Bishop, 
however  active  in  his  exertions,  however 
eager  in  his  solicitude  ?  and  if  so,  let  me 
further  inquire,  whether  it  be  reasonable 
to  superadd  to  this  over-burdened  spiritual 
shepherd  a  weighty  and  responsible  office 
in  the  State^whether  you  can  discover 
any  congruity  between  a  Christian  over- 
seer and  a  political  agent  ?  The  ends  for 
which  the  Christian  Church  was  founded 
are  spiritual,  and  wholly  relate  to  the  next 
world  ;  her  ministers  must  dedicate  them- 
selves, with  vigorous  and  unremitting 
diligence,  to  the  maintenance  of  religion, 
and  to  the  instruction  of  mankind  in  the 
principles  of  true  piety.  The  divulgement 
of  precepts,  and  the  establishment  of 
internal  forms,  can  never  communicate 
the  spirit  of  religion,  unless  the  lives  and 
conduct  of  its  professed  teachers  be  in 
accordance  with  the  spirit  of  the  gospel. 
Are  prelatic  pomp,  the  throne,  tlie  palace, 
and  the  lordly  title,  in  conformity  with 
the  purity  of  Protestantism  and  the 
simplicity  of  Christianity  ?  Are  they  not 
rather  a  remnant  of  papal  corruption^a 
vicious  practice  of  that  Church  whose 
doctrines  you  reject,  but  whose  splendours 
you  covetously  retain  ?  Is  an  attachment 
to  such  vanities  becoming  in  those  who 
ought  to  be  patterns  of  humility,  benevo- 
lence, and  heavenly-mindedness ;  and  may 
it  not  create  a  notion,  that  while  teaching 
the  duty  of  others,  they  are  not  altogether 
mindful  of  their  own,  and  thus  induce  the 
people  to  receive  their  doctrines  with 
suspicion,  if  not  to  reject  them  alto- 
gether with  contempt  i  Weigh  well 
these  dangers  to  spiritual  advancement, 
before  you  reject  as  wild  and  visionary 
the  proposition  which  I  make.  I  am,  and 
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always   have  been,  a  member  of  the 
Church  Efttablishmeat.  I  am  free,  I  trust, 
from  sectariaa  prejudice,  but  until  I  am 
informed   as    to  the  evils  and    dangers 
which  would  result  from  this  change,  I 
must  preserve  an  honest    and  conscien- 
tious opinion  of  its  necessity  and  its  benefit. 
And  now  I  will  consider  the  only  plea 
that  I  have  ever  heard  put  forth  in  justifi- 
cation of  the  practice  of  Bishops  sitting 
in  Parliament — that  they  may  represent 
the  interests,  and  defend  the  rights  of  the 
Church.   The  Church,  as  a  spiritual  com- 
munity, has  no  concern  with  secular  go- 
vernment.    The   Establishment  has  pro- 
perty which  is  duly  represented,  and  its 
ministers  enjoy  the  same  privilege  as  other 
citizens  in  voting  for  the  election  of  Mem- 
bers to  this  House,  and  as  far  as  I  have 
seen  they  exercise  their  power  with  an 
eagerness  and  zeal  that  cannot  be  sur- 
passed.   But  if  the  Bishops  were  really 
meant  to  be  the  representatives   of  the 
Church,  then  undoubtedly  they  should  be 
elected  by  the  clergy,  whereas  they  are 
appointed  nominally  by  the  Crown,  virtu- 
ally by  the  Minister  of  the  day,  and  always 
with  regard  to  their  political  opinions.    In 
the  House  of  Lords  they  form  a  body  in- 
significant   in  number;     they  have   no 
veto  in  ecclesiastical  questions — and  it  is 
clear,  therefore,  that  unless  the  laity  in 
the  two    Houses  are  favourable  to   the 
Establishment,  it  cannot  be  upheld  even 
b^  the  combined  energies  of  thirty  Bishops 
sitting  in  an  assembly  of  near  400  Mem- 
bers.   But  the  practice  is  not  merely  use- 
less,  it   is  positively    injurious — serious 
evils  result  from  their  meddling  in  political 
affairs— their  votes  have  often  secured  the 
most  active  popular  hate,  not  only  to  them- 
selves, but  towards  their  office.     Why 
subject  them  to  the  suspicion  of  political 
servilityi  thus  diminishing  the  effect  of 
their  spiritual  influence  ?     Why  not  con- 
fine their  care  to  the  superintendence  of 
the  hundreds  of  pastors,  and  hundreds  of 
parishes  committed  to  their  charge,  and 
the  numerous  duties  attaching  to   their 
ecclesiastical  ofiice  ?    In  the  name  of  reli- 
gion I  ask  this  change.     I  cannot  believe 
that  the   Bishops  are   pervaded  with  a 
spirit  so  purely  worldly,  as  to  desire  a  con- 
tmuance  of  the  present  system,  thus  fos- 
tering the  accursed  principles  of  covetous- 
ness,  ambition,  and  pride — thus  clinging 
to  worldly  pomp  and  political  intrigue  ~ 
thus  cherishing  the  desire  for  pre-eminence, 
and  the  love  of  filthy  lucre.    I  wish  to 


regard  them  b  then  proper  character' 
heralds  of  heavenly  truth,  gifted  by  God, 
and  elected  by  the  Church— faitbfoUy  at- 
tendant on  the  duties  of  parochial  soper- 
intendence,  contemning  the  chair  of  poati- 
fical  pride,  despising  the  emptiness    of 
spiritual  dignity,  and  shunning  the  temp- 
tations of  secular  high  office  and  employ- 
ment.   Make  not  a  high  religious  office 
the  qualification  for  a    political    office; 
think  of  the  benefits  that  will  result  to  the 
Church  by  securing    the  continuous  in- 
spection of  a  vigilant  hierarchy,  and  re- 
member that  such  can  only  be  maintained 
by  limiting  the  regard  of  the  Bishops  to 
their  spiritual  stewardship,  thus  enabling^ 
them  to  devote  themselves  with  singleness 
of  heart  to  the  holy  and  peaceful  duties  of 
their  sacred  calling.  I  move  this  resolutioa, 
"  That  the  attendance  of  the  Bishopsin  Par- 
liamentis  prejudicialto  the  causeof  religion.** 
Mr.  Gill(m  seconded  the  motion,  and 
said,  that  when  his  hon.  Friend  hadbroaght 
forward  his  motion  in  1 834,  he  had  had 
the  honour  of  seconding  it.     He  did  so  on 
two  grounds,  both  political  and  religious. 
He  placed  the  political  grounds  first,  be- 
.cause  he  should  advert  to  them  but  slightly 
on  the  present  occasion  as  they  were  not, 
indeed,  included  within  the  scope  of  the 
present  motion.    He  had,  however,  sup- 
ported that  motion  on  political  grounds, 
as  a  means  of  effecting  a  partial  Reform 
in  one  branch  of  the  Legislature,  of  bring- 
ing the  two  Houses  of  Parliament  more 
into  unison  one  with  another.     He  had 
considered,  that  as  the  dignitaries  of  the 
Churc])  had  always  been  on  the  side  op- 
posed to  the  people,  as  they  had  ever  lent 
their  ready  aid  to  any  imposition  which 
was  to  affect  their  comforts,  or  any  gagg- 
ing Bill  which  was  to  diminish  their  liber- 
ties, a  more  simple  way  was  thus  afforded 
of  reforming  the  House  of  Lords  by  sub- 
stracting  from,  rather  than  by  the  some- 
what clumsy  and  inconvenient  expedient 
of  adding  to  their  numbers.     Subsequent 
events  had  somewhat  tended  to  change 
his  opinions,  and  did  the  question  now 
before  the  House  rest  on  no  grounds  but 
those  of  political  expediency,  he  should 
hesitate  somewhat  as  to  the  vote  he  should 
give.    The  other  branch  of  the  Legislature 
had  since  that  period  proved  itself  so  ut- 
terly at  variance  with  the  public  min(]> 
hereditary  legislation  had  been  proved  to 
be  so  vicious  in  practice  as  well  as  absurd 
in  principle,  that  he  confessed  he  despaired 
of  the  efficacy  of  anj  partial  reforms;  anid 
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be  was  inclined  latber  to  leave  matters  as 
they  were,  to  leave  the  House  as  it  was, 
with  all  its  imperfections  on  its  head,  until 
the  necessity  of  a  more  stringent  and 
sweeping  reform  should  have  been  more 
fully  established.  He  was  mistaken  if  on 
that  very  night  that  right  hon.  House,  by 
refusing  to  one  portion  of  the  empire  that 
justice  which  had  been  extorted  from  them 
in  regard  to  England  and  to  Scotland,  did 
not  give  a  practical  illustration  of  the 
truth  of  his  present  remarks.  His  hon. 
Friend  had  since,  however,  taken  up  a 
principle  to  which  he  could  not  deny  his 
assent.  He  would  refer  to  history,  and 
ask  whether  the  experience  of  all  times 
had  proved  that  the  progress  of  pure  reli- 
gion had  been  in  proportion  to  the  wealth 
and  dignity  of  the  priesthood,  or  if  it 
had  not  rather  been  in  the  inverse 
ratio  ?  In  the  early  ages  of  Christianity 
had  the  teachers  of  that  mild  and 
tolerant  creed  been  of  the  great  of  the 
land,  the  magistrates,  and  the  legislators 
of  the  day  ?  or  had  they  not  been  humble 
individuals,  without  pomp  and  without 
state,  subject  to  much  persecution,  and 
recording,  by  the  sacri6ce  of  their  lives, 
their  devotion  to  the  holy  cause  which 
they  maintained  T  And  it  was  only  when 
these  doctrines  were  spread,  when  they 
were  adopted  by  the  great  ones  of  the 
earth;  that  those  corruptions  crept  in  which 
had  debased  the  purity  of  the  Christian 
Church,  and  degraded  the  minds  of  men 
under  low  and  grovelling  superstition,  and 
deluged  the  world  with  blood,  profanely 
shed  under  the  sacred  name  of  religion. 
And  it  would  be  found  at  the  present  day, 
that  the  more  you  separated  the  teacher  of 
the  Word  from  the  pomp  and  vanities  of 
this  world,  not  only  the  more  would  be  his 
leisure  to  attend  to  the  duties  of  his  more 
holy  calling,  but  the  more  would  be  the 
influence  he  would  possess  in  leading  and 
^  directing  the  minds  .of  his  flock.  He  con- 
ceived the  duties  of  a  Legislator  and  divine 
altogether  incompatible.  He  could  not 
forget  what  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  the 
Member  for  the  University  of  Cambridge, 
had  told  them  on  a  former  occasion,  that 
so  important  were  the  duties  of  the  Bishops 
that  he  proposed  to  add  to  their  number; 
and  he  would  ask  with  a  reverend  divine, 
a  distinguished  member  of  the  Established 
Church4  what  connexion  of  a  useful  kind 
there  is  between  a  stormy  debate  in  the 
House  of  Lords  with  the  peaceful  tenor,  of, 
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siastic?  .He  earnestly  desired  to  see  the 
ministers  of  all  persuasions  efficient  for  the 
promotion  of  the  great  ends  of  their  calling. 
Why  remove  the  heads  of  the  Church  of 
England  from  their  peaceful  walk  of  life, 
and  from  duties  so  important,  to  the 
frivolities  of  a  Court  and  the  dissipation 
of  a  capital,  which  must  disgust  men  of 
their  holy  bearing ;  or  to  the  turmoils  of  po- 
litical life,  which  must  be  so  foreign  to  their 
wishes  and  desires  ?  Was  the  cure  of  souls 
so  light  a  matter,  that  to  that  they  would 
add  the  labours  of  legislation  ?  Was  the 
pride  and  pomp  of  Court  parade  adapted 
to  the  pursuits  or  wishes  of  the  disciple  of 
a  meek  and  lowly  Master,  whose  kingdom 
was  not  of  this  world  ?  Was  the  political 
arena,  with  its  strife  and  its  rancour  and 
its  jarring  of  passions,  a  fit  place  for  the 
presence  of  a  messenger  of  peace?  He 
would  remove  the  dignitaries  of  the  Church 
from  these  frivolities,  from  the  worldly 
parades,  and  the  scenes  of  strife,  which^ 
if  they  corrupt  not  their  minds,  place  them 
at  least  within  the  reach  of  suspicion ;  and 
he  would  limit  their  exertions  to  the  proper 
sphere  of  their  usefulness,  where,  by  de- 
voting themselves  to  the  all-important 
duties  of  their  office,  they  might,  in  the 
increased  progress  of  the  religion  which 
they  taught,  and  in  the  respect  and  vene- 
ration which  must  attend  them,  reap  the 
rich  reward  of  their  conscientious  labours. 
Mr.  Trevor  was  extremely  sorry  to 
occupy  the  time  of  hon.  Members,  but  he 
thought  he  should  ill  discharge  his  duty  if 
he  did  not  stand  forward  to  make  one  or 
two  observations  upon  the  motion.  Know- 
ing as  he  did  the  avowed  opinions  of  the 
hon.  mover,  he  was  not  surprised  at  the 
course  he  had  taken.  [QMestion.]  He 
assured  hon.  Gentlemen,  that  be  was  not 
to  be  put  down,  or  driven  from  the  dis- 
charge of  what  he  believed  a  duty.  -  He 
trusted  that  the  House  would  treat  the 
motion  in  such  a  manner  as  to  mark  its 
sense  of,  and  even  its  indignation  at,  such 
a  proposition,  and  this  might  preclude  its 
early  re-introduction.  So  far  from  being 
of  opinion  that  the  attendance  and  votes 
of  the  Bishops  were  derogatory  to  the 
interests  of  religion,  he  thought  it  of  th.e 
utmost  importance.  Even  at  present  the 
Church  was  inadequately  represented  in 
the  House  of  Lords,  and  if  the  Bishops 
were  excluded  its  interests  would  be  neg- 
lected altogether.  So  long  as  he  bad  ^ 
seat  in  that  House,  so  long  would  he  enter 
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oow  ia  the  hands  of  the  Speaker;  and,  in 
addition,  he  woald  enter  his  protest  against 
Uie  observations  of  the  hon.  seconder  re- 
specting the  conduct  of  the  other  branch 
of  the  Legislature.  He  hoped  the  House 
would  reject  the  proposition  by  a  most 
decided  negative.  He  apologised  for  hav- 
ing occupied  so  much  time,  especially  as 
his  observations  seemed  most  of  all  un- 
palatable to  his  own  side  of  the  House. 
Mo  power  on  earth  should  induce  him  to 
shrink  from  doing  his  duty  as  an  inde- 
pendent Member  of  Parliament 

Mr.  Lawson  begged  to  congratulate  the 
House  on  the  alteration  of  the  terms  of  the 
motion  of  the  hop.  Member  for  Gateshead. 
That  he  had  been  obliged  to  withdraw  the 
insulting  proposition,  of  *' relieving  the 
Bishops  from  their  attendance  in  Par- 
liament," and  to  substitute  this  more 
modified  one,  argued  an  improved  state 
of  religious  feeling  in  this  House  and  the 
country.  Without  ofTering  any  further 
observations,  he  should  best  record  his 
own  opinions,  and  test  the  sincerity  of  the 
hon.  Member's  attachment  to  the  Church, 
by  requesting  him  to  add  to  his  Resolution 
these  words,  *'  And  that  it  is  the  opinion 
of  this  House,  that  on  anv  new  appoint- 
ment of  Bishops,  their  residence  in  their 
dioceses  be  strictly  provided  for ;  and  that 
the  Archbishop  of  Canterbury  and  the 
Bishop  of  London  alone  shall  attend  in  the 
House  of  Lords,  as  Representatives  of  the 
Church,  holding  the  proxies  of  the  other 
Bishops  on  motions  connected  with  eccle- 
siastical aiOTairs,  thereby  upholding  the  con- 
nexion of  Church  and  State,  removing  any 
just  cause  of  dissatisfaction,  and  ensuring 
the  efficiency  of  the  Ecclesiastical  Estab- 
lishment." If  this  addition  were  made, 
he  would  support  the  motion ;  if  not,  he 
should  oppose  it. 

Lord  John  Russell  said,  that  he  only 
rose  for  the  purpose  of  assuring  the  hon. 
Gentleman  who  made  the  motion,  that  it 
was  not  through  any  want  of  respect  to 
him,  or  the  reasons  which  he  advanced  in 
support  of  it,  that  he  should  decline 
entering  into  any  general  discussion  on 
that  occasion.  His  opinion  was,  tat  it 
would  lead  to  no  practical  end.  Neither 
the  House  nor  the  country  were  disposed 
to  entertain  a  proposition  of  the  kind. 
He  could  assure  the  hon.  Gentleman,  that 
if  he  were  to  enter  upon  the  discussion  of 
this  subject  at  all,  he  could  not  do  other- 
wise than  use  arguments  relating  to  the 
Constitution  of  this  country,  the  state  of 


its  religion  and  the  functions  of  the 
Bishops ;  a  course  which,  in  the  present 
disposition  of  the  House,  he  was  persuaded 
he  should  do  very  ill  to  adopt  Therefore 
he  should  only  assure  the  hon.  Gentleman, 
that  he  gave  him  credit  for  the  conviction, 
that  the  object  of  the  motion  would  be  for 
the  benefit  of  religion ;  but,  on  the  other 
hand,  he  was  anxious  that  the  hon.  Gen* 
tleman  should  not  suppose  that  he  did  not 
believe  that  there  were  grave  and  sufficient 
reasons  for  his  voting  against  the  motion. 

Mr.  Charles  Lushington  said,  that  though 
he  might  not  himself  have  the  fortitude  to 
resist  the  wishes  of  the  majority  of  the 
House,  he  could  not  but  condemn  the  course 
adopted  by  the  noble  Lord  of — again  quash- 
ing a  quesdon  so  important  to  the  interests  of 
the  Established  Church,  and  so  essential  to 
the  maintenance  and  purity  of  religion. 

Mr.  Ripfxm  stated  ihat  sdl  he  would  say 
was,  that  if  the  noble  Lord  or  any  other 
hon.  Gentleman  thought  he  was  to  be  put 
down  in  this  sort  of  way  he  was  very  much 
mistaken,  for  he  could  assure  them  that  if 
he  had  the  honour  of  a  seat  in  the  House 
during  the  next  Session,  he  should  again 
submit  his  motion. 
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Peel,  rt.  hon.  W.  Y. 
Pemberton,  T. 
Phillips,  G.  R. 


Ridley,  Sir  M. 
Robarts,  A.  W. 
Robinson,  G.  R. 
Ross,  C. 

Rushbrooke,  Colonel 
Russell,  Loid  J. 
Ryle,  J. 
Sanderson,  R. 
Sanford,  E.  A. 
Scott,  Sir  E.  D. 
Scott,  J.  W. 
Shaw,  right  bon.  F. 
Sheppard,  T. 
Sinclair,  Sir  G. 
Somerset,  Lord  E, 
Somerset,  Lord  G. 
Stewart,  Sir  M.  S. 
Stormont,  Lord 
Sturt,  H.  C. 
Surrey,  Earl  of 
Talbot,  C.  R.  M. 
Talfourd,  Sergeant 
Thomas,  Colonel 


Trevor,  hon.  A. 
Trevor,  hon.  G.  R. 
Turner,  W. 
Tynte,  C.  K. 
Vere,  Sir  C.  B. 
Vesey,  hon.  T. 
Vivian,  J.  E. 
Vyvyan,  Sir  R. 
Wall,  C.  B. 
Welby,  G.  E. 
Weyland,  Major 
Wilbraham,  boo.  B. 
Williams,  R. 
Wortlev,  hon.  J.  S. 
Wrottesley,  Sir  J. 
Wynn ,  right  hon.  C  .W, 
Young,  G.  F. 
Young,  J. 
Young,  Sir  W. 

TELLERS. 

Maule,  hon.  F. 
Colborne>  R. 


Grabami  Sir  J. 
Greene,  T. 
Gresley,  Sir  R. 
Grey,  Sir  G. 
Grimston,  Lord 
Gdmston,  hon.  E.  H. 
Hile,  R.  B. 
Halford.  H. 
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Poulter,J.S. 
Poyntz,  W,  S. 
Price,  Sir  R. 
Pringle,  A. 
Pusey,  P. 
Reid,  Sir  J.  R. 
Rice,  rt.  hon.  T.  S. 
Richards,  J. 


Selbct  Vbstbiks  (Bristol).]     Mr. 
Leader,  in  moving  for  a  Select  Committee 
to  inquire  into  the  constitution  and  opera- 
tion of  Select  Vestries  in  the  city  of  Bristol, 
presented  a  petition  numeroudy  signed  by 
parishioners  and  rate-payers  of  that  city, 
charring  the  Select  Vestries  with  refusing 
to  dUow  them  to  inspect  their  account-i 
books;  with  mddng  surcharges  of  rates 
upon  some  inhabitants  to  make  up  for  the 
defaulters,  who  were  in  general  their  own 
political  partisans,  all  those  who  were  sur- 
charged being  Dissenters;  with  making 
unequal  and  illegal  assessments,  thereby 
j  depriving  many  persons  of  votes  to  wldch 
they  were  entided;  with  making  the  col- 
lectors inconveniently  press  their  political 
adversaries,  and  favour  their  friends ;  and 
with  squandering  the  public  money  im« 
properly,  and  for  pw-ty  purposes.     In  fact, 
the  hon.  Member  said,  he  accused  them  of 
being  self-elected,  irresponsible,  corrupt,  and 
corrupting.    He  was  sure  there  would  be 
no  peace  in  Bristol  until  some  remedy  was 
applied  to  this  enormous  evil.    He  was 
prepared  with  evidence  to  prove  the  truth 
of  the  allegations  he  had  stated,  if  the 
House  would  give  him  an  opportunity; 
but  if  they  refused,  he  gave    the    hon. 
Baronet  opposite  (Sir  Richard  Vyvyan)  fair 
warning  that,  perhaps  this  Session,  but  cer- 
tainly next  Session,  he  would  introduce  a 
Bill,  either  applicable  to  Select  Vestries 
throughout  the  country,  or  to  the  case  of 
Bristol  only. 

Sir  Richard  Vyvyan  said,  that  he  had  to 
present  a  counter. petition,  which  was  most 
respectably  signed,  and  which  entirely  con- 

M 


S23     Taxis  on  WMbw  Olau.    {COMMONS  > 


Nova  ScoHa. 


d84 


tradicted  the  whole  of  the  accusations  of 
the  other  petition.  That  was  the  very  hest 
answer  he  could  make  to  the  statements  of 
the  hon.  Memher  for  Bridgewater,  who 
he  helieved  had  heen  misled  hy  the  mis- 
representations of  others.  Nothing  could 
be  more  untrue  than  the  chairges  which 
had  been  made;  but  if  there  were  any 
evils  to  be  removed,  the  rate-payers  had  the 
power  in  their  own  hands.  As  to  the 
warning  which  the  hon.  Member  had  given 
him,  he  would  remind  him  that  the  experi- 
ment had  been  tried  before,  and  that  it 
.failed  because  it  was  not  supported  by  the 
parishioners ;  and,  therefore,  he  (Sir  Richard 
V y vyan )  would  not  be  the  only  opponent 
which  the  hon.  Member  would  have  to 
contend  against. 

Lord  John  Rius$ll  expressed  a  hope  that 
the  motion  would  not  be  pressed.     He  did 
not  think  a  sufficient  case  had  been  made 
out  to  induce  him  to  agree  to  it. 
'    Motion  withdrawn. 

Tax  on  Window  Glabb.]  Mr.  William 
Smith  OBrien  :  Sir,  I  rise  according  to 
notice,  to  move  the  Repeal  of  the  Tax  on 
Window  Ghiss ;  and,  however  inconvenient 
it  may  be  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  to  bring  for- 
ward motions  of  this  description  before  he 
has  made  his  financial  statement,  yet  I 
consider  any  Member  is  perfectly  justified 
in  claiming  that  relief  which  he  thinks  is 
called  for  by  any  particular  class  of  the 
community ;  besides  which.  Sir,  I  conceive 
myself  justified  in  bringing  forward  this  mo- 
tion, by  the  example  of  two  hon.  Members 
who  have  already  brought  forward  questions 
relative  to  the  taxation  of  this  country. 
Those  hon.  Members  were  doubtless  influ- 
enced in  the  course  they  pursued  by  a  convic- 
tion of  the  necessity  that  existed  for  extend- 
ing relief  to  those  particular  portions  of  the 
community  whose  claims  they  advocate; 
and  I  own  Sir,  I  am  influenced  in  the 
motion  I  am  about  to  make  by  the  same 
motive,  my  object  being  to  give  relief 
to  a  moat  useful  class  of  men,  vix. 
the  glass  manufacturers;  and  though  I 
will  not  argue  this  as  an  Irish  question, 
I  will  acknowledge,  that  being  deeply  in- 
terested in  the  welfare  of  the  Iri^  peasantry, 
I  should  be  glad  if  the  incidental  conse- 
quence of  the  Repeal,  or  reduction  of  the 
duty  on  glass,  shall  be  to  materially  im- 
prove the  condition  of  my  fellow  country- 
men. 

An  Hon*  Memher  moved,  that  the  House 
be  counted,  but  there  txdng  more  than 


forty  Member!  present,  no  adjournment 
took  place. 

Mr.  (XBrien ;  I  confess  I  am  surprised 
at  finding  a  question  of  such  importance 
met  in  this  way ;  however,  as  it  will  be 
impossible  for  me,  in  the  present  dispod- 
tion  of  the  House,  to  press  it  upon  their 
attention,  I  withdraw  my  motion  for  the 
present.  At  the  same  time,  I  do  protest 
against  the  system  so  frequently  adopted, 
of  getting  rid  of  an  inconvenient  motion  in 
this  manner. 

Motion  withdrawn. 

Nova  Sootia.]  Mr.  Hume  moved  an 
humble  address  for  copies  of  the  Addresses 
from  Nova  Scotia  to  his  Majesty  in  the 
years  1834,  1835,  and  183(J,  respecting  the 
foreign  trade  of  that  province,  and  the  Cus- 
toms' establishment.  He  believed,  that  no 
objection  would  be  made  to  the  motion, 
his  object  being,  that  an  inquiry  should  be 
set  on  foot  to  obtain  information  with  re- 
gard to  the  trade  of  the  colony,  and  the 
mode  in  which  the  Customs*  duties  were 
managed.  The  annual  amount  of  those 
duties  did  not  exceed  14,000/.,  while  a  sum 
of  no  less  than  10,000/.  a-year  was  ex- 
pended in  paying  the  officers,  and  main- 
taining the  Customs'  establishment  of  that 
colony ;  and  his  complaint  was,  that  due 
attention  had  not  been  paid  to  the  remon*- 
strances  of  those  who  had  addressed  his 
Majesty  upon  the  subject,  and  who  justly 
felt  aggrieved  that  the  Government  had  so 
long  neglected  to  attend  to  their  earnest 
prayers  for  inquity.  Let  the  House  just 
look  at  the  sdaries  of  the  Customs'-house 
officers  in  this  colony : — there  was  2,000/. 
for  the  Collectors ;  the  Comptroller  General 
of  Customs,  1,000/.;  two  Tide-waiterii 
800/.,  &c.  These  were  but  specimens  of 
the  sums  that  were  squandered  in  this  de- 
partment, without  securing  for  the  in- 
habitants of  the  colony  that  efficient  Cus. 
toms*  system  which  they  had  so  long  un- 
successfully demanded. 

Mr.  Arthur  Trevor  moved,  that  tha 
House  be  counted ;  but  there  being  forty 
Members  present, 

Mr.  Hume  continued:  he  eontended, 
that  if  the  present  system  was  allowed  to 
go  on,  it  would  be  impossible  that  this 
country  should  govern  her  colonies  with 
satisfaction  to  the  colonists,  and  credit  to 
herself.  He  thought  a  good  case  was 
made  out  for  demanding  these  papers. 
The  hon.  Member  concluded  by  msjung 
his  motion. 

Motion  agreed  to, 
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MiNUTKB.]  Bills.  Read  a  seoond  time:— Copyhold;  and 
Copyhold  Eiifhuchisenacnt. 

Petitioitt  presented.  By  Sir  Eardut  Wilmot,  (him  the 
Chamba  of  CoDimace,  Neweastle>upon-Tyne,  fbr  the 
Equalisation  of  the  Duty  on  Eastand  Woat-IndiaSugar.—  By 
Mr.  GuBORNK  and  Sir  Gkouob  Strickijind,  from  various 
Places,  for  the  Repeal  of  the  Duty  on  Newspapers. — By 
aeveml  Mbiibsu.  turn  various  Places,  ftn  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  Factories*  Act — By  Sir  Oaoaox  Stkigkland, 
IVom  the  Innkeepen  of  Bamesley,  for  the  Repeal  of  the 
Duty  on  Spirit  Lieenses.-"By  Lord  Clbhknts,  firom 
Carrid(-oo-Shamion,  for  Aasiitanoe  towards  the  Improve- 
ment of  the  Navigation  of  the  Shannon.—'By  Mr.  Jack- 
SON  and  Captain  Pkchkll,  from  various  Pkwes,  for  the 
Repeal  of  the  Duty  on  Marine  Insurances.— By  several 
MaMBBBS,  fhim  various  Places,  for  the  Better  Observanoe 
of  the  Sabbatb.->By  Sir  Eardlxy  Wilmot,  firom  the 
Solidton^  Birmingham,  for  the  Repeal  of  the  Attorney 
Tax^— By  Mt^or  Cumniiii  Bbccb*  firom  Nairn  and  For* 
troie,  for  an  AlteratioD  of  the  Law  relating  to  Burghs 
being  Compelled  to  Aliment  Prisoners  after  Condemua> 
tloo. 

Annuity  Tax  (Edinburgh).]  Mr.  GiL 
Ion  had  to  present  to  the  House  the  peti- 
tion  of  Mr.  Thomas  Chapman,  now  a  pri- 
soner in  the  gaol  of  Edinburgh,  at  the  in- 
stance of  the  clergy  of  that  city,  for  arrears 
of  annuity  tax,  which  was  levied  there  for 
their  support.  The  petitioner  complained 
of  the  unequal  and  oppressive  nature  of 
that  tax,  and  he  also  objected  to  it  upon 
conscientious  grounds.  He  stated,  that  his 
conscience  forbad  him  to  contribute  to  the 
support  of  the  clergy  of  a  church  which 
In  its  conduct  violated  the  commands  of 
Scripture.  He  stated,  that  the  hardship 
in  hit  case  was  aggravated  by  the  circum- 
stance of  his  being  in  a  very  delicate  state 
of  health,  and  he  prayed  the  House  to  re- 
lieve him  by  setting  him  at  liberty,  and 
enabling  him  to  pursue  his  avocations  with- 
out further  molestation.  He  (Mr.  Gillon) 
had  to  state,  that  there  was  also  at  present 
imprisoned  in  the  gaol  of  Edinburgh,  Mr. 
Thomas  Russell,  a  member  of  the  town- 
council  of  that  city,  who  was  confined, 
likewise,  because  he  refused  to  pay  this 
tax.  These  facts  furnished  a  specimen  of 
the  spirit  with  which  the  Edinburgh 
clergy  endeavoured  to  enforce  the  collection 
of  this  odious  imposition.  The  subject 
had  excited  a  considerable  commotion  in 
Edinburgh,  and  it  was  one  in  every  way 
worthy  of  the  attention  of  the  House.  He 
would  just  state  to  the  House  the  nature 
of  this  tax,  and  the  results  that  had  re- 
cently flowed  from  the  attempt  to  enforce 
its  payment.  It  consisted  of  six  per  cent, 
upon  all  houses  and  shops  in  the  city  of 
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of  the  clergy  of  that  dty.  It  was  ori^n« 
ally  impost  by  an  Act  passed  in  1649, 
and  that  Act  was  confirmed  by  a  subset 
quent  Act  in  l66l.  These  Acts  imposed 
six  per  cent,  upon  all  houses  in  the  city  of 
Edinburgh  for  the  support  of  the  clergy, 
but  they  limited  the  amount  to  be  so  levied 
annually  to  19,000  marks,  a  little  more 
than  1,000^  sterling. 

The  Speaker^  interrupting  the  hon. 
Member,  inquired  whether  he  intended  to 
end  with  a  motion,  as  otherwise  he  had 
better  at  once  state  the  prayer  of  the 
petition. 

The  Aitomey  General  observed,  that  he 
had  a  petition  to  present  from  his  consti- 
tuents in  Edinburgh,  praying  for  the  aboli* 
tion  of  the  tax. 

The  Speaker  remarked,  that  it  was  not 
usual  to  discuss  petitions,  unless  they  re- 
ferred to  a  particular  personal  grievance. 
As  far  as  he  could  gatner  the  prayer  of 
the  present  petition  from  the  statement  of 
the  hon.  Member,  the  petitioner  prayed 
the  House  to  do  that  which  it  was  not  in 
its  power  to  do— namely,  to  set  him  at 
liberty. 

Mr.  GUlm  said,  that  the  petitioner  also 
prayed  for  the  abolition  of  the  tax  as  un«- 
scriptural  and  oppressive ;  and  he  would 
submit  that  such  a  prayer  came  perfectly 
within  the  scope  of  the  powers  of  the 
House.  He  had  mentioned  the  limitation 
which  was  imposed  on  the  amount  of  this 
tax  by  the  original  Acts  under  which  it 
was  collected.  In  the  year  1809>  however, 
a  Bill  was  introduoe^*^ 

Sir  George  Clerk  rose  to  order.  He 
observed,  that  it  was  not  in  the  power  of 
the  House  to  grant  the  prayer  of  this  peti- 
tion, and  he  thought  that  aftor  the  sugges- 
tion from  the  Chair,  the  hon.  Member 
should  not  proceed  with  this  discussion. 
I'here  could  be  no  objection  to  the  hon. 
Member's'  presenting  the  petition,  but  it 
was  exceedingly  inconvenient  to  go  into 
the  discussion  of  an  impwtant  question 
like  this  on  the  presentation  of  a  petition. 
At  all  events,  if  the  hon.  Member  should 
go  into  a  lengthened  statement  on  the 
subject,  he  hoped  that  the  House  would 
indulge  those  on  the  opposite  side  of  the 
question  with  an  opportunity  of  replying 
to  him. 

The  Attorney  Genera/ apprehended  that 
the  petition  might  be  received. 

The  Speaker  had  merely  observed  that 
its  prayer  did  not  seem  to  come  within  the 
lisgitimate  jurisdiction  of  the  House. 

Mr.  GiUm  Mid,  tbat  tbp  object  of  the 
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petitioner  was  the  abolition  of  the  tax — 
that  was  what  he  wanted  to  achieve. 
Now,  it  appeared  to  him  (Mr.  Gillon)  that 
such  a  subject  was  fairly  entitled  to  the 
consideration  of  the  House  for  this  odious 

tax — 

Mr.  Cumming  Bruce  rose  to  order.  He 
submitted  that  this  subject  might  be  pro- 
perly discussed,  if  a  general  motion  were 
brought  forward  in  reference  to  it.  Let 
the  hon.  Member  give  notice  of  a  motion 
for  the  repeal  of  the  tax,  and  then  the 
matter  could  be  debated.  The  time  for 
the  presentation  of  petitions  was  ex- 
tremely limited,  and  it  should  not  be  ex- 
pended upon  the  discussion  of  a  single 
petition  or  this  nature. 

Mr.  Gillon  said,  that  this  attemnt  to 
stifle  the  voice  of  a  victim  of  clerical  op- 
pression should  not  succeed.  He  ap- 
pealed to  the  justice  of  the  House  on 
the  part  of  Mr.  Chapman,  who  was  suf- 
fering from  conscience  sake. 

The  Speaker  would  suggest  to  the  hon. 
Member,  that  the  best  way  was  to  present 
the  ptition  now,  and  to  give  notice  of  a 
motion  on  the  subject  for  some  future  day. 
Mr.  GiUon  submitted,  that  he  was 
quite  in  order  in  going  on  with  the  dis- 
cussion. If  he  were  to  give  a  notice  on 
the  subject,  he  would  then  be  met  by  the 
rule  as  to  the  introduction  of  private  Bills, 
this  annuity  tax  being  confined  to  Edin- 
burgh and  another  town  in  Scotland, 
Montrose,  and  being  collected  under  a 
private  Act  of  Parliament. 

Mr.  Methuen  rose  tp  order,  and  submitted 
that  the  hon.  Member  should  not  go  on 
against  the  opinion  of  the  Chah:  and  the 
declared  sense  of  the  House. 

Mr.  GilUm  earnestly  hoped  the  House 
would  not  sanction  this  attempt  to  stifle 
the  cries  of  the  victims  of  oppression  un- 
der this  law.  The  annuity  tax  was  a  tax 
of  six  per  cent,  on  houses,  shops,  &c.  in 
Edinburgh,  laid  on  by  two  Acts  of  the 
Scottish  Parliament,  of  1649  and  166I, 
but  specially  restricted  to  the  support  of 
six  ministers,  and  to  the  sum  of  19.000 
marks,  a  little  more  than  1,000/.  sterling. 
In  the  year  I8O9,  notice  had  been  given 
to  Parliament  of  a  Bill  to  extend  the 
royalty  of  the  city,  and  no  other  notice 
haul  been  given;  yet,  into  this  Bill  the 
corrupt  town-council  of  that  day  had 
fraudulently  introduced  a  clause  legalising 
the  collection  of  the  whole  six  per  cent., 
long  after  it  had  exceeded  the  amount  of 
19,000  marks,  and  extending  it  over  the 
extended   royalty  of  the  city.     It  wai 
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specially     to   be     remarked    that    this 
tax    was    confined    to    Edinburgh   and 
Montrose,  and  extended  to  no  other  town 
in  Scotland.  It  was  particularly  unequal, 
because,  while  all  the  industrious  classes 
— the  shop-keepers,  artisans,  &c. — ^were 
compelled  to  pay  it, — the  richer  classes— 
— the   writers,  barristers,  and  judges — 
who,  by  a  strange  perversion  of  terms  in 
this  instance,  formed  what  was  called  the 
College  of  Justice— were  totally  exempt. 
Mr.  Russell  and  Mr.  Chapman  object  also 
to  the  payment  of  this  tax,  as  it  violated 
the  rights  of  conscience,  by  compelling 
them  to  contribute  to  the  support  of  that 
from  which  they  dissented.     The  conduct 
of  the  clergy  of  Edinburgh,  on  the  present 
occasion,  had  been  marked  with  features 
of  tyranny,  such  as  had  rarely   met  the 
sight  of  this  House.     Had  the  collecting 
of  the  money  been  the  only  object  in  view^ 
they  might  have  obtained  this,  by  arrest- 
ing  the  debts  due  to  those  individuals, 
but  the  clergy  had  travelled  out  of  their 
road  to  inflict  an  act  of  gratuitous  seve- 
rity, and  to  insult  the  citizens  of  Edin- 
burgh,  by  immuring  two  of  their  body- 
in  gaol,  one  of  them  one  of  the  local  re- 
presentatives of  the  place,  a  Member  of 
the  town-council.     His   belief  was,  that 
if  their  power  were  equal  to  their  incli- 
nation, they  would  not,  in  pursuit  of  their 
stipends,  confine  themselves  to  this  act. 

Mr.  Cumming  Bruce  rose  to  order.  He 
submitted  that  the  hon.  Member  was 
travelling  out  of  the  subject  matter  of  the 
petition  for  the  purpose  of  making  an 
attack  upon  tlie  clergy. 

Mr.  GiUon  said,  the  clergy  of  Edin- 
burgh had  talked  much  of  excavating  and 
converting  the  Heathen,  and  had  even 
asked  for  a  grant  of  money  from  this 
House  for  that  purpose;  bnt  they  were 
likely  to  have  but  little  success  in  this 
undertaking,  whilst  they  showed  them- 
selves rather  as  the  wolves  to  prey  ouj 
than  the  shepherds  to  defend,  the  nocks. 

The  Attorney  GeneraU  interrupting  the 
hon.  Member,  said,  that  he  had  the  same 
object  in  view  as  his  hon.  Friend.  He 
deprecated,  as  much  as  possible,  the  con- 
tinuance of  this  annuity  tax,  the  exist- 
ence of  which  was  to  be  lamented  by  all 
who  wished  well  to]  the  clergy  and 
people  of  Scotland.  His  most  earnest  wish 
was  to  see  this  tax  abolished.  But  he 
thought  that  that  object  would  be  best 
promoted  by  having  the  question  discussed 
when  it  was  brought  fully  and  fiurly  un- 
der the  consideration  of  the  House.    He 
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would  Busiest  to  his  bos.  Friend  not  to 
persist  in  this  discussion  against  the  gene- 
rally expressed  wishes  of  the  House.  He 
was  himself  anxious  to  present  a  petition 
against  the  tax  from  his  constituents  in 
Edinburgh ;  but  he  thought  that  the  dis- 
cussion of  the  subject  should  be  reserved 
for  a  motion. 

'  Mr.  Gi^m  continued.— One  thing  he 
begged  to  tell  the  House — they  must 
ei^er  repeal  this  tax,  or  be  prepared  to 
^ve  a  grant  of  money  to  build  more  gaols 
m  Edinburgh,  as  the  one  now  there,  large 
as  it  was,  would  be  inadequate  to  con- 
tain the  victims  who  must  be  incarcerated 
ere  this  tax  could  be  levied.  To  the 
meeting  which  had  been  held  in  Edinburgh 
he  had  given  an  advice  which  he  would 
here  repeat,  that  it  was  only  by  following 
the  example  of  Messrs.  Russell  and  Chap* 
man,  that  they  could  hope  to  be  relieved 
of  this  burthen,  and  by  opposing  to  those 
extortionate  demands  the  efiectual  mea- 
sure of  passive  resistance.  He  supposed 
he  should  be  told  it  was  the  law  of  the 
land^  and  that  they  must  comply  with  it. 
He  asked  what  bad  law  or  oppressive  tax 
had  been  got  rid  of  without  agitation? 
And  he  contended,  that  as  this  act  had 
been  surreptitiously  passed,  neither  by 
the  law  of  God  nor  man  were  the  citizens 
of  Edinburgh  bound  to  compliance.  One 
word  as  to  the  meeting  at  Edinburgh, 
over  which  he  had  the  honour  to  preside. 
It  was  a  very  numerous  meeting,  a  highly 
respectable  and  most  orderly  one;  but  they 
were  one  and  all  animated  by  the  most 
calm  and  steady  determination  to  get  rid 
of  this  burthen. 

The  Attorney  General  said,  that  he 
rose  to  present  a  petition  from  his  con- 
stituents against  this  tax.  He  felt  it  due 
to  the  station  he  held  to  say,  that  he  dif- 
fered totally  from  the  advice  which  the 
hon.  Member  had  given  to  a  meeting  in 
Edinburgh.  When  on  the  hustings  in 
Edinburgh  he  told  his  constituents  that 
the  law  roust  be  obeyed,  that  while  the 
tax  was  the  law  of  the  land  it  must  not  be 
resisted,  and  that  however  much  the  ex- 
istence of  the  thing  was  to  be  deprecated, 
yet  that  while  it  was  the  law  it  must  be 
received  with  respect  by  all  loyal  subjects. 
While  he  said  this  he  would  say,  that,  as 
a  sincere  friend  to  the  church  of  Scotland 
and  the  people  of  Scotland,  he  was  most 
anxious  to  see  this  tax  repealed.  He 
would  avoid  entering  upon  the  discussion 
'of  the  general  question  until  it  was  re- 
l^arly  brought  before  the  House,  I 


Sir  George  Clerk  said,  that  he  would 
not  go  at  length  into  the  subject  on  this 
occasion,  when  it  had  been  so  irregularly 
brought  under  the  consideration  of  the 
House.     He  must  say,  that  the  advice 
which  the  hon.  Member  had  given,  as  he 
avowed  to  the  meeting  in  Edinburgh,  was 
one  that  would  not  receive  countenance 
in  that  House.     He  did  not  stand  up  to 
justify  the  policy  of   the  house-tax   in 
Edinburgh;  on  the  contrary,  he  should 
be  extremely  glad  to  see  some  alteration 
in   the  *]aw   with   respect  to  it,  but  he 
begged  leave  to  say,  that  the  clergy  of 
Edinburgh  had  given  their  assent  to  the 
Bill  which  had  been  brought  in  last  ses- 
sion, and  it  was  rather  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  opposite  than  of  the 
clergy  that  those  persons  who  would  not 
pay  their  just  debts  ought  to  complain. 
He  wished  to  know  why  the  Report  of  the 
Church  Commissioners  had  not  been  pre- 
sented, for  he  believed  it  was  ready.     He 
thought  they  should  be  called   upon  to 
present  it  with  as  little  delay  as  possible. 

Mr.  Hume  observed,  that  as  Montrose 
and  Edinburgh  were  the  only  places  in 
which  this  difference  existed,  it  would  not, 
in  his  opinion,  be  very  difficult  to  get  rid 
of  it. 

Mr.  Wallace:  In  rising  to  present  two 
petitions  on  this  most  important  subject, 
one  of  which  is  from  Mr.  Councillor  Rus- 
sell, and  the  other  from  a  large  number  of 
persons  in  the  town  of  Perth,  I  will  speak 
of  it  as  a  very  grave  subject,  and  eminently 
deserving  the  attention  of  the  Legislature. 
I  agree  entirely  in  the  description  given  of 
the  annuity*tax  by  the  learned  Attorney 
General,  and  in  thinking  it  no  less  scanda- 
lous than  strange,  that  the  whole  of  the 
learned  profession  in  Edinburgh,  com- 
posing the  wealth  and  influence  of  that 
city,  should  have  contrived  to  keep  them- 
selves free  of  a  tax  no  less  odious  and  op- 
pressive than  unjust,  because  of  its  un- 
equal pressure.  I  am  glad  to  see  the 
noble  Lord,  the  Secretary  for  the  Home 
Department,  has  just  taken  his  place,  so 
that  I  may  inquire  if  any  plan  has  been 
devised,  or  any  scheme  is  in  progress,  for 
putting  an  end  to  this  cause  of  continual 
strife  between  the  inhabitants  of  Edin- 
burgh and  their  clergy.  An  end  must  be 
put  to  it  by  some  means  or  another,  and  1 
do  trust  the  Government  will  lose  no  time 
in  devising  some  plan  for  this  purpose. 
All  classes  of  the  community,  Churchmen 
and  Dissenters,  are  equally  bent  on  the 
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attainment  of  this  object.     I  will,  in  con- 
sequence of  the  suggestion  from  the  Chair, 
and  the  evident  feeling  of  the  House,  de- 
sist from  entering  at  large  into  this  ques- 
tion as  I  had  intended  to  do,  but  I  mu9t 
say,  however  gravely  it  is  my  determina- 
tion to  treat  of  it,  that  unless  some  other 
means  be  devised  for  abolishing  the  tax,  I 
will  approve  of  a  Bill  being  brought  in  for 
laying  it  exclusively  on  that  class  who 
have  hitherto  had  no  share  in  its  payment. 
The  College  of  Justice  is  the  richest,  the 
largest,  and  the  most  learned  in  Edin- 
burgh.   They  must  be  best  able  to  pay  it, 
and  it  will  be  but  justice  they  should  do 
so  for  five  or  seven  years,  or  until  Uiey 
have  expended  an  amount  equivalent  to 
that  which  has  been  saddled  on  the  com- 
munity of  Edinburgh,  certainly  with  their 
knowledge  and  consent,  if  not  by  their 
connivance    with    the    magistrates    and 
clergy ;  but  by  some  means  or  other  this 
tax  must  be  put  an  end  to.     I  do  hope  to 
hear  from  the  noble  Lord  that  the  atten- 
tion of  Government  has  been  directed  to 
it.    I  now  beg  leave  to  bring  up  the  pe- 
tition of  Mr.  Councillor  Russell,  presently 
in  the  gaol  of  Edinburgh,  and  also  the 
petition  from  the  city  of  Perth,  signed  by 
nearly  700  of  its  respectable  inhabitants, 
who  sympathize  with   Mr.  Russell,  and 
pray  that  some  means  may  be  devised  by 
this  House  for  abolishing  the  annuity-tax. 
Lord  John  Russell  was  very  glad  that  a 
reference  had  been   made  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite  (Sir  G.  Clerk) 
to  the  Church  Commissioners.    They  cer- 
tainly had  investigated  the  state  of  the 
church  so  far  as  regarded  Edinburgh,  and 
he  had  understood  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man to  have  said,  that  the  Report  upon 
that  subject  was  ready  to  be  sent  to  him 
(Lord  J.  Russell).     Now,  he  had  been  in- 
formed by  one  of  the  Commissioners,  that 
there  was  a  question  amongst  them  whe- 
ther it  would  be  expedient  to  present  the 
Report  of  the  city  of  Edinburgh,  in  which 
one  part  of  the  subject  was  incomplete,  or 
whether  they  ought  to  complete  tnat  part 
of  the  inquiry  and  make  a  complete  Re- 
port.   They  had  an  account  of  the  num- 
ber of  churches,  but  they  had  not  an 
account  of  the  funds  which  were  applica- 
ble for  church  purposes.    The  question 
having  been  addressed  to  him  with  an  in- 
clination to  know  his  opinion,  he  stated 
that  be  thought  the  Commissioners  them- 
selves were  far  better  judges  on  that  sub- 
ject than  be  waf,  and  Ibat  it  would  be 


better  that  they  should  come  to  an  opinbn 
amongst  tbemselven,  as  to  wbt!ther  they 
were  then  ready  to  make  a  Report  upon 
the  city  of  Edinburgh ;  but,  at  the  same 
time,  that  he  did  expect,  according  to  the 
original  instructions  issued  to  the  Com- 
missioners, that  if  they  were  not  prepared 
to  make  such  Report,  that  they  should 
make  a  Report  stating  the  reasons  and 
grounds  upon  which  they  thought  it  would 
be  expedient  to  make  such  a  Report  at 
the  present  moment,  and  also  stating  what 
had  been  the  course  of  their  proceedings, 
circumstances  which  the  Government  and 
Parliament  had  a  right  to  require  of  them. 
He  presumed  they  would  take  either  of 
these  two  courses,  but  they  had  not  yet 
stated  which  course  they  would   adopt, 
and  he  had  not  received  either  a  Report 
of  the  city  of  Edinburgh,  or  a  statement 
of  the  reasons  why  they  were  not  able  to 
make  such  Report.    These,  then,  must  be 
his  reasons,  and  he  felt  sure  they  would 
be  considered  conclusive  against  his  taking 
into  account  any  Report  that  might  be 
made  by  the  Church  Commissioners.    He 
quite  agreed  in  what  had  been  stated  ge- 
nerally— indeed,  he  believed,  on  every  side 
of  the  House,  upon  this  subject — namely, 
that  it  was  very  expedient  and  desirable 
to  have  some  settlement  of  it.    He  must 
say,  with  regard  to  the  difficulties  which 
stood  in  the  way  of  that  settlement,  that 
they  had  not  been  created  by  his  Majesty's 
Government,  but  had  arisen  from  events 
which  had  taken  place  long  since.     Not- 
withstanding these  difficulties,  however, 
he  thought  if  they  were  only  to  concur  in 
what  might  be  looked  upon  as  reasonable, 
it  would  be  easy  to  overcome  them  in  en- 
deavouring to  frame  a  measure  upon  the 
subject;  but  as  it  seemed  to  him  that 
opinions  were  variously  formed,  both  on 
one  side  and  the  other,  he  must  say,  that 
although  it  would  not  in  itself  be  difficult 
to  frame  a  measure,  yet  that  it  would  be 
extremely  difficult  to  frame  one  in  which 
parties  would  generallv  concur. 

Sir  WUliam  Rae  said,  there  were  about 
two-thirds  of  the  landed  proprietors  in 
Scotland  Episcopalians,  and  as  well  might 
they  object  to  pay  tithes  as  might  the  per- 
sons object  to  pay  the  house-tax  who  nad 
suffered  themselves  to  be  arrested.  In 
the  one  instance  the  tithes  were  paid  from 
the  land,  in  the  other  from  the  houses. 
He  hoped  at  the  proper  time  to  be  able  to 
satisfy  the  House  that  there  was  no  just 
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General  had  no  just  grounds  for  the  charge 
he  had  made  against  his  brother  practi- 
tioners at  the  Edinburgh  bar. 

The  Attorney  Genera/ denied,  that  he 
had  made  any  charge  i^ainst  them.  He 
had  only  said,  they  neither  paid  to  church 
or  poor. 

Petition  laid  on  the  Table. 

Appellate  Jurisdiction.]  Mr. 
0*Connell  begged  to  ask  the  hon.  and 
learned  Attorney  General  whether,  in  the 
Bill  about  to  be  brought  in  by  the  Go- 
vernment for  the  reform  of  the  Courts  of 
Equity  in  England,  it  was  intended  to  in- 
troduce a  clause  to  prevent  a  practice 
which  was  not  consistent  with  the  due 
administration  of  justice — naniely,  that  of 
a  Judge  hearing  an  appeal  from  his  own 
decision  in  the  Court  below  ? 

The  Attorney  General  conceived  that, 
even  if  he  were  aware  of  the  enactments 
to  be  brought  forward  elsewhere  on  the 
subject  referred  to  by  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend,  he  doubted,  before  the  measures 
were  brought  forward,  whether  he  should 
be  at  liberty  to  disclose  them.  Although 
he  disapproved  as  much  as  his  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  could  do  of  the  practice  of 
appealing  from  a  decision  of  the  Lord 
Chancellor  sitting  in  the  Court  of  Chan- 
cery to  the  Lord  Chancellor  sitting  in  the 
House  of  Lords,  he  thought  it  would  be 
very  inexpedient  to  say,  that  no  Judge 
who  had  determined  a  case  should  sit  as  a 
Judge  in  the  Court  of  Appeal.  He  was 
of  opiniou,  that  as  a  member  of  that  Court 
he  would  be  very  useful. 

Mr.  O^Conneil  said,  that  the  answer  of 
his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  did  not  apply 
to  the  question  he  had  put.  No  doubt 
the  assistance  of  the  Judge  who  decided 
the  case  might  be  very  useful  in  affording 
information  to  the  Court,  as  was  the  case 
at  iVtst  Prius  on  applications  for  new 
trials.  His  question  was,  whether  a  Judge 
should  be  allowed  to  sit  to  determine  a 
case  on  appeal  which  he  ha4  himself  de- 
cided in  the  Court  below ; — whether  he 
should  be  allowed  to  volunteer  to  do  so, 
as  had  in  some  instances  been  the  case  ? 

Subject  dropped. 

AoRicuLTUBAL  Di8TBEss.|]  Lord  John 
Russell  having  moved,  that  the  Order  of 
the  Day  be  read. 

The  Marquess  of  Chandos  rose  to  address 
the  House.  He  really  felt  very  sorry  to 
find,  that  any  difficulty  had  been  raised 
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tion,  which,  however,  he  felt>  would  up 
take  up  much  time.     He  therefore  hoped^ 
that  the  hon.  Member  for  Sheffield  would 
have  an  opportunity  to  move  the  second 
reading  of  his  .Bills^  as  the  hour,  moreover, 
was  early.     He  had,  on  several  occasions 
before,  endeavoured    to  bring   before  the 
House  the  propriety  and  necessity  of  afford, 
ing  some  relief  to  the  agricultural  interest. 
He  had  failed  to  succeed  in   introducing 
any  measure  of  relief  to  that  class  of  men 
whose  cause  he  stood  there  to  advocate; 
but  he  could  not  fail  in  his  duty  to  the 
country  at  large,  in  persevering  in,  and  bring- 
ing before  the  House,  a  resolution  which 
he  hoped  would  meet  with  general  appro- 
bation. If  he  felt  that  the  motion  whicn  he 
was  about  to  submit  to  the  House  was  one 
which  was  opposed  to  the  well-being  of 
other  classes  of  the  people,  or  that  it  inter- 
fered with  the  interests  of  the  country,  he 
might  then  be  charged  with  partiality  by  a 
large  body  of  the  country ;   but  believing, 
as  he  did,  that  it  did  not,  in  the  slightest 
degree,  interfere  with  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  and  much  less  so  with  any 
other  class  of  society,  he  hoped  and  trusted 
that  the  resolution  he  should  propose  would 
not  encounter  the  opposition  of  the  House. 
The  rig:ht  hon.  Gentleman,  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer,  had  on  a  former  occasion 
intimated  his  intention  to  make  a  reduc- 
tion of  the  taxation  of  the  country.     It 
was  not,  of  course,  in  his  (Lord  Chandos's) 
power  to  be  aware  of  the  means  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  might  have  at  his 
command  to  effect  this  object ;  nor  was  it 
his  intention  to  call  upon  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  to  state  what  his  means  were, 
but  he  wished  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
Government  to  the  consideration,  that  in 
reducing  the  taxation  of  the  country,  there 
were  certain  classes  of  his  Majesty's  sub- 
jects who  ought,  and  must  be  attended  to. 
Therefore,  with  this  opinion  on  his  part, 
he  should  propose  a  resolution,  calling  upon 
the  Government,  and  upon  that  House,  in 
making  any  reduction  of  taxation,  not  to 
leave  out  the  agricultural  interest     The 
noble  Lord,  on  a   former  occasion,  had 
given  it  as  his  opinion,  that  but  little  in. 
terest  could  attach  to  a  particular  question 
which  was  mooted  at  the  moment,  because 
there    had    not   been  many  petitions  in 
favour  of  it.    Now,  he  thought  that  noble 
Lord  and  the  House  would  baur  him  (Lord 
Chandos)  out  when  he  observed,  that  upon 
this  question— i-not  upon   that  night,  but 
upon  others  -  a  vast   many  petitions  had 
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erest,  pntying  for  relief;  and  he  was  con- 
fident^ that  it  that  House  were  to  sit  for 
one  year  together^  they  would  not  he  one 
day  free  from  the  applications  of  the  agri- 
culturists,  because  they  felt  that  nothing 
efficient  had  been  done  towards  their  re- 
lief. As  he  had  brought  forward  motions 
on  other  occasions  in  ravour  of  this  class  of 
his  Majesty's  subjects^  he  would  observci 
that  when  he  had  brought  forward  a 
specific  motion^  he  had  been  charged  with 
not  havine  brought  forward  a  general  mea- 
sure ;  and  so^  when  he  introduced  a  mo- 
tion of  a  general  nature,  then  hon.  Mem- 
bers complained  of  his  not  bringing  forward 
a  more  specific  one.  He  was  therefore 
much  surprised  that  he  had  not  been  able 
to  suit  the  taste  of  the  House ;  but  he  was 
again  that  evening  prepared  to  meet  the 
question.  He  might  be  asked  by  hon. 
Members  who  were  opposed  to  him  why 
he  had  not  come  forward  with  this  motion 
before  the  Committee  had  made  its  report? 
To  this  he  had  this  short  answer  to  give — 
that  it  was  not  his  wish  to  prejudge  the 
labours  of  that  Committee — that  whatever 
that  report  might  be,  it  could  not  be  affect- 
ed by  the  motion  he  meant  to  conclude 
with.  He  had  no  right,  as  a  member  of 
that  Committee,  to  say  what  were  or  were 
not  the  opinions  of  that  Committee ;  but 
he  could  not  believe  that  any  Member  of 
it  would  refuse  to  show  a  proper  sense  of 
the  motion  that  evening;  that  if  the  ar- 
gument were  to  hold  f^x)d  that  the  Com- 
mittee had  not  reported,  let  it  be  remem- 
bered on  the  other  hand,  that  there  were 
two  reports  printed,  which  were  well 
worthy  of  the  consideration  of  the  House^ 
containing  much  information  upon  the  im- 
portant subject  to  which  they  referred.  No 
one  could  read  these  reports  without  being 
convinced  in  too  intelligible  terms  of  the 
distress  which  pervaded  the  farmers.  He 
would  appeal  to  any  hon.  Members, 
whether,  by  the  second  report  of  the  Com- 
mittee, they  were  not  borne  out  in  assert-' 
ing,  the  farmers  were  not  in  a  better  situa- 
tion, and  in  many  respects  not  in  so  good  a 
situation  as  they  had  been  some  years  ago  ? 
The  evidence  went  to  show,  that  day  soil 
must  go  out  of  culture.  Now,  when  that 
report  went  so  far,  and  when  thirty-six 
witnesses  gave  evidence  to  the  distressed 
condition  of  the  farmers,  surely  it  was  not 
too  much  to  call  the  attention  of  the  House 
to  the  fact,  in  the  hope,  and  with  the  view, 
to  obtain  some  assistance  for  them.  As  he 
had  said  before,  in  advocating  the  claims  I 
tf  the  landed  -interest  to  a  participation  of  i 


those  benefits  which  a  reduction  of  the 
taxation  must  create,  he  did  not  wish  or 
seek  to  run  counter  to  the  interest  which 
the  hon.  Member  for  Middlesex  especially 
patronised.  He  (Lord  Chandos)  gloried  in 
feeling,  that  the  charge  of  monopolists,  as 
applied  against  the  rarmers,  was  not  true 
or  well-founded.  What  they  wanted  only 
was,  that  in  dealing  out  justice—justice 
should  be  dealt  to  them ;  and  that  it  should 
be  distributed  generally,  and  not  partially. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  (the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer)  had  notified  his  deter- 
mination to  reduce  the  Stamp^uty  on 
Newspapers,  and  the  duljy  on  spirit-li- 
censes. Now,  it  was  not  for  him  to  give 
an  opinion  on  a  matter  not  then  before  the 
House ;  but  he  would  say  thus  much,  that 
it  was  the  duty  of  the  Government  not  to 
be  partial  in  the  distribution  of  a  surplus 
revenue,  but  to  allow  all  classes  to  benefit 
by  the  result  of  any  reductions  of  taxation 
which  might  be  made.  If,  indeed,  his  Ma^ 
jest/s  Government  were  not  able  to  make 
any  reduction  in  the  burthens  of  the  people, 
then  he  met  with  an  answer,  aad  he  could 
not  complain ;  but  on  the  other  hand,  if 
they  were  able  to  carry  into  effect  a  distri- 
bution of  a  surplus  in  a  reduction  of  taxa- 
tion, then  it  was  not  too  much  to  call  for 
an  equal  share  of  that  advantage  for  the 
landed  interest  of  the  country.  It  was  a 
curious  circumstance,  that  in  the  reduction 
of  taxation  which  had  been  made  within 
the  last  five  years  in  this  country,  and  upon 
looking  to  the  official  returns,  dated  March 
17,  1836,  he  could  not  find  that  any  great 
substantial  relief  had  been  given  to  the 
agricultural  interest.  The  taxes  which  had 
been  removed  amounted  to  eight  millions 
ninety  odd  thousand  pounds ; '  but  when  he 
came  to  examine  how  much  relief  had  been 
given  to  the  landed  interest,  he  found  that 
not  more  than  half  a  million  had  been  re. 
moved  from  the  land.  It  would  be  found, 
that  in  the  reductions  which  had  taken 
place,  there  had  been  those  which,  to  a  cer- 
tain extent,  had  benefited  the  agriculturists, 
and  amongst  other  items,  he  mentioned  the 
repeal  of  the  duty  on  tiles,  which  gave 
them  83,000/.;  then  there  was  the  repeal 
of  the  duty  on  fire  insurances,  in  respect 
to  agricultural  produce,  which  also  gave 
them  30,000/.— then  followed  the  repeal  of 
the  duty  on  windows  in  agricultural  build- 
ings and  House-tax.  But  let  him  say,  that 
while  these  were  beneficial  to  the  inteiest 
which  he  had  advocated,  still  they  were 
items  of  general  taxation.  Let  him  not 
be  charged  with  thi^  that  the  r^ealcf  die 
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House-tax  was  exclnsiveif  for  the  benefit ,  land,  from  the  increase  of  County-rates ; 

of  the  agriculturists ;   they  derived  some 

benefit  nrom  it^  it  was   true;    but    the 

greatest  benefit  was  given  to  large  towns, 

and  not  to  agricultund  districts.  He  would 

again  state,  that  out  of  eight  millions  of 

taxes  which  had  been  reduced  or  repealed, 

not  more  than  half  a  million  had  affected 

the  agricultural  interest.    Look  at  the  tax 

on  land  generally— look  at  the  direct  and 

indirect  taxation  with  regard  to  counties. 


that  the  highway  rates  amounted  to 
621,504/1  which  imposed  on  the  land  a  tax 
of  388,440/.  Now,  could  any  one  believe 
it  possible  that  such  an  unjust  proportion 
should  fall  on  the  landed  interest?  He 
could  not  believe,  that  his  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment would  permit  this  Seioion  to  pass 
without  giving  that  substantial  relief  which 
they  had  always  appeared  inclined  to  give. 
He  intended  to  ask  the  House,  whether,  in 


the  amount  of  county-rates,  the  expense  of  :  any  reductions  to  be  made  by  the  Chan- 
which  was  very  considerable,  and  not  di-  I  oellor  of  the  Exchequer,  be  they  great  or 
minished  to  the  present  day  to  any  amount.  |  small,  the  landed  interest  should  not  have 
The  Government,  last  year,  it  was  true,  a  portion  of  the  advantages  to  result  from 
had  given  them  a  proportion  of  money  to-  I  that  circumstance.  In  the  year  1834,  on  a 
wards  the  chai^  of  prosecuting  felons,  the  \  motion  similar  to  the  present,  the  House 
amount  being  122,000/.  But  an  hon.  |  ran  the  Ministers  of  the  day  dose  upon  the 
Friend  of  his  suggested  at  the  time,  that  '  question,  and  on  a  division  there  were  206 
the  whole  expense  should  be  abolished,  and  and  202,  the  Ministers  having  a  majority 
he  could  see  no  reason  why  it  should  not  be  of  four  upon  the  question,  whether  the 
done.  Now,  would  not  crime  chiefly  occur  ,  landed  interest  should  not  be  relieved.  In 
in  large  towns  ?  and  did  large  towns  pay  i  the  present  House  of  Commons,  looking  to 
their  proportion  of  the  expense  of  prose-  the  large  number  of  Gentlemen  returned 
cuting  felons?  No  such  thing!  their  con-  ,  to  that  House,  who  were  attached  to  the 
tribution  was  but  slight.  The  charge  of  \  agricultural  interest,  he  could  not  but  be- 
prosecuting  felons,  he  contended,  ought  to  •  lieve  and  hope,  that  on  seeing  the  result  of 


be  made  a  national  charge,  and  the  counties 
should  be  relieved  from  that  unfair  pres- 
sure to  which  they  were  now  sulnected.  It 
would  be  found,  that  in  Scotland  the  bur- 
thens were  light.    They  had,  indeed,  the 


the  division  of  that  evening,  those  profes- 
sions which  had  been  made  elsewhere 
would  be  realized,  and  that  those  promises 
which  had  been  made  from  the  hustings 
would  be  that  night  adhered  to.  They  h^ 


King's  taxes,  but  no  local  taxation  of  any  '  been  within  the  last  two  days  told,  whether 
amount.  It  would,  indeed,  be  a  measure  |  correctly  or  not  he  could  not  siy,  that  ere 
of  great  relief  if  the  whole  local  charges  ,  long,  they  might  have  to  appear  before 
were  taken  up  by  the  Government,  and  !  their  respective  constituencies.  For  his 
dealt  with  by  them.  He  regretted  every  \  own  part  he  should  be  ready  to  do  so,  and 
day,  that  with  reference  to  the  Malt-duty,  i  he  should  be  the  better  able  to  appear  be- 
neidier  the  Government  of  that  time,  when  ;  fore  his  constituents  from  the  consdous- 
the  question  was  brought  forward  on  a  ness  of  having  always  stood  up  to  advocate 
former  occasion,  nor  the  present  Govern-  i  the  right  of  the  agriculturists.  At  the 
ment  had  made  any  reduction  on  it.  He  |  same  time,  far  be  it  from  him  to  pursue 
did  not  wish,  however,  to  talk  upon  that  a  party  course ;  he  wished  not  to  cripple 
part  of  the  subject  then,  because  the  House  the  intentions  of  his  Majesty's  Govern-* 
of  Commons  had  decided  against  its  repeal;  ,  ment  with  regard  to  the  reduction 
but  he  would  merely  say,  that  he  still  en-  '  of  taxation.  Regardless  of  all  party 
tertained  the  opinion  which  he  had  first  feeling,  he  conjured  all  hon.  Gentlemen  to 
formed  upon  the  question.  There  bad  been  look  at  the  question  fairly,  and  not  to  act 
a  Committee  appointed  by  the  House  of  on  party  motives.  If,  as  he  had  said  before. 
Lords  in  the  year  1834,  to  inquire  into  he  was  arguing  for  one  body  of  men  against 
county-rates  and  highway-rates,  and  they  ]  other  dosses,  he  should  feel  doubtful  of 
reported  that  they  thought  the  fact  clearly  ,  success ;  but  when  he  looked  to  the  facts  of 
^tablished  by  evidence,  that  the  agricul-  <  the  case,  he  could  not  believe  the  House 
turist,  in  respect  to  his  outlay  of  capital,  |  would  negative  his  motion.  With  regard 
tiras  not  compensated  by  any  corresponding  <  to  the  Corn-laws,  he  would  say  nothing, 
teduction  of  taxation ;  that  his  burthens  because  the  Committee  of  which  he  was  a 
had  increased ;  that  while  vast  improve-  member  were  not  prepared  to  say  anything, 
Clients  of  great  inland  lines  of  communica-  I  nor  did  he  think  the  consideration  of  that 
tion  were  objects  of  national  importance,  question  was  called  for ;  though  there  were 
tbejrbeeame  a  considerable  burthen  on,  the  ,  ham  Members  always  inclined  to  charge 
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the  agriculturisU  with  being  iQonopolistSy 
and  with  living  only  for  themselves^  and 
not  for  their  neighbours.    He  begged  pub- 
licly to  deny  that  such  was  the  fact,  and  he 
would  state  that  which  had  been  asserted 
by  others,  that  they  looked  not  to  monopoly, 
but  merely  for  a  fair  remuneration  for  their 
labour^  and  an  equal  participation  in  the 
benefits  derivable  from  a  reduction  of  tax- 
ation.    He  could  proceed  for  a  length  of 
time  to  express  his  opinions^  but  with  all 
the  regard  he  felt  for  the  hon.  Member  for 
Sheffield,   and  other    hon.    Members^    he 
would  be  as  brief  as  possible,  but  would 
discharge  his  duty  to  the  best  of  his  ability, 
and  he  hoped  he  might  be  of  some  use  to 
that  interest  which  he  so  sincerely  and 
warmly  supported.      If   hon.    Gentlemen 
would  turn  to  the  evidence  which  had  been 
produced,  they  would,  in  reading  over  those 
pages,  see,  with  regret,  that  in  very  many, 
instances  the  entire  capital  of  the  farmer 
was  gone,  tenants  removed,  and  large  por- 
tions of  land  out  of  cultivation.     Now  the 
hon.  Member  for  Middlesex,  he  was  sure, 
would  not  object  to  the  farmer  obtaining 
his  fair  profits,  and  as  a  landowner  he  could 
not  be  ignorant  of  their  condition.     If  the 
hon.   Member  had  read  the  evidence  he 
would  not  only  see,  that  capital  had  been 
diminished — that  hon.  Gentleman  shook  his 
head,  but  he  would  find  such  to  have  been 
the  case ;  and  he  would  find  that  the  land- 
lords had  made  great  reductions  in  their  rents 
and    had  done  everything    to  save  their 
tenants.    And  would  it  be  said,  that  the 
charge  against  the  landlords  was  founded 
on  correct  data  ?     In  every  instance  which 
had  fallen  under  his  notice  the  landlord  was 
ready  to  make  his  reduction  of  rent ;  and 
he  thought  it  but  an  act  of  justice  in  fair, 
ness  to  state,  that  the  landlords  were  ever 
ready  to  meet  the  wants  of  their  tenants. 
Now  he  understood  that  the  House  would 
ask  him  what  remedy,  what  specific  remedy 
he  had  to  propose.     He  would  say,  that  he 
was  not  prepared,  nor  did  he  think  he  was 
called  upon  to  give  an  opinion  on  that 
point;  but  he  did  not  ask  the  House  to 
pledge  themselves  to  any  specific  remedy,  he 
only  wished  them  to  pledge  themselves  so 
far  as  not  to  allow  a  reduction  of  taxation 
to  take  place  without  giving  to  the  agri- 
cultural interest  a  fair  participation  in  the 
benefits  of  such  reduction.    Indeed,  from 
what  he  knew  of  the  right  hon.  Gendeman, 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  he  thought 
he-  would  not  oppose    the   motion;    but 
would,  on  the  contrary,  be  glad  to  prove 

Uaudf  a  fiie&d  oS  tW  famen.    He  boped 


and  trusted  that  such  would  be  the  case^ 
and  that  the  votes  of  that  evening  would 
sanction  the  motion,  and  give  to  the  country 
gentlemen  an  opportunity  of  proving  their 
sincerity.  Before  he  sat  down  he  would 
observe,  that  the  Government  had  volun- 
tarily stated  that  they  would  reduce  the 
stamjHluty  on  newspapers,  and  the  additional 
duty  on  spirit-licences;  and  thus  much 
having  been  mentioned,  he  would  ask  whe- 
ther this  was  fair  to  other  classes,  or  with 
reference  to  the  agriculturists?  And  in 
order  that  hon.  Gentlemen  might  not  mis- 
understand his  motion,  he  would  repeat 
that  its  object  was  to  call  upon  the  Govern- 
ment to  give  the  agricultural  interests  a  share 
in  the  reduction  of  taxation.  He  should  con- 
clude by  expressing  a  hope  that  the  House 
would  not  refuse  to  go  along  with  him  in 
the  wish  to  support  and  benefit  a  class  of 
men  who  for  so  many  and  trying  years  had 
proved  themselves,  by  their  attachment  to 
the  country  and  by  their  honesty  of  pur- 
pose, to  be  the  tried  patriots ;  and  who  had 
always  borne  with  pleasure  their  share  of 
the  national  burdens.  He  desired  to  show 
no  party  feeling  whatever ;  he  had  no  feel- 
ing beyond  that  which  was  dictated  by  a 
sense  of  duty  ;  he  had  but  one  line  of  con- 
duct to  pursue  ;  and  he  only  wished  to  add, 
that  that  class  whose  advocate  he  was,  had 
ever  been  foremost  to  put  down  internal 
disturbances  and  to  protect  property.  The 
noble  Lord  concluded  by  moving  a  resolu. 
tion  to  the  effect  that  it  is  the  opinion  of 
this  House  that,  in  the  application  of  any 
surplus  revenue  towards  relieving  the  bur- 
dens of  the  country  by  reduction  of  tax. 
ation  or  otherwise,  due  regard  should  be 
had  to  the  necessity  of  affording  a  portion 
of  relief  to  the  agricultural  interest. 

Mr.  William  Duncombe  said,  that 
having  been  requested  to  second  the 
motion  of  his  noble  Friend,  he  did  so,  at 
the  same  time  regretting  that  that  task 
had  not  been  committed  to  abler  hands 
than  his  own;  but  having  concurred  in 
the  motion  of  the  noble  Lord  on  a  former 
occasion,  representing,  as  he  himself  did, 
a  large  constituency  who  were  suffering 
under  the  great  pressure  of  agricultural 
distress,  knowing  that  they  entertained 
sentiments  of  sincere  gratitude  to  the 
noble  Lord  for  his  efforts  on  their  behalf 
in  that  House,  he  considered  it  would  be 
a  want  of  duty  on  his  part  if  he  did  not 
accede  to  the  request.  He  believed  it  was 
admitted  on  all  hands — it  was  admitted 

by  boOt  Gentlemen  of  all  partiesi  that  th« 
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agricultaral  interest  had  been  suffering 
under  a  general  and  severe  pressure.  The 
fact  was  admitted  in  his  Majesty's  speech 
on  the  opening  of  the  present  as  well  as 
the  preceding  Parliament;  but  notwith- 
standing this,  that  important  branch  of 
the  country,  the  agriculturists,  had  been 
destined  to  go  on  struggling  in  such  a 
state  of  difficulty  and  embarrassment  as 
had  seldom  fallen  to  the  share  of  any 
other  great  interest.  He  therefore  most 
cordially  seconded  this  appeal  to  the 
House*  and  he  trusted  that  they  would 
hear  and  feel  that  the  time  had  arrived 
when  an  act  of  equal  and  impartial  jus- 
tice to  the  agricultural  interest  must  be 
conceded,  and  that  in  proportion  to  the  re- 
duction of  taxation  so  should  they  be 
offered  relief.  He  had  had  the  misfortune 
on  former  occasions,  when  questions  affect- 
ing these  interests  were  submitted  to  the 
House,  to  hear  them  sometimes  met  with 
sneers  and  imputations  thrown  out  against 
landlords,  which  were  as  unfounded  as 
they  were  unmerited.  He  said,  if  any  hon. 
Gentleman  imagined  that  the  landowners 
were  always  disposed  to  drive  a  hard  bar- 
gain, and  to  withhold  any  relief  to  their 
tenantry,  he  (Mr.  Duncombe)  had  no  com- 
munion of  feeling  with  such  men,  and 
could  not  participate  in  their  views.  He 
had  ever  supported  the  noble  Lord's  views, 
because  they  went  to  promote  the  cause  of 
the  labouring  and  productive  classes.  It 
had  appeared  to  him  that  upon  the  occa- 
sion of  the  hon.  Member  for  Exeter  bring- 
ing forward  his  motion  respecting  spirit 
licences,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  had  made  a 
statement  of  his  views,  which  was  some- 
what premature.  Then  with  respect  to  the 
repeal  of  the  duty  on  newspapers,  it  was 
said  that  considerable  relief  would  be 
thereby  given  to  the  great  body  of  the 
people.  But  let  him  ask  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  was  not  the  reduction  made, 
or  promised,  with  a  view  to  quiet  the 
clamour  from  without  on  the  subject?  If, 
however,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  thought 
the  partial  removing  of  this  tax  would 
eive  any  essential  relief,  he  ought  not  to 
be  blamed  for  acting  as  he  had  done ;  but 
he  called  upon  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
in  the  spirit  of  his  noble  Friend  (Lord 
Chandos),  to  take  care  that  the  agricul- 
tural interest  at  least  should  have  a  pro- 
portionate benefit  of  any  reduction  which 
might  be    made  in  taxation  with  other 

clMsei,    With  regard  to  the  repeal  of  the 


duty  on  newspapers,  he  had  heard  that 
any  individual  who  had  the  wish  to  read 
them,  or  the  monthly  and  quarterly  puhli- 
cations,  might  do  this  by  going  to  any 
coffee-shop  and  paying  his  twopence.  If 
these  facilities  existed  in  London^  he  had 
no  doubt  they  were  to  be  found  in  all  the 
large  provincial  towns.  But  he  grudged  not 
this  relief  to  the  public,  and  he  only  called 
upon  the  House  to  allot  some  portion  of 
relief  to  the  agriculturists.  All  the  cir- 
cumstances of  the  present  time  rendered 
it  a  favourable  moment  to  entertain  the 
motion.  He  believed  that  the  manufac- 
turing interests  were  at  present  in  a  very 
flourishing  and  prosperous  condition,  and 
this  was  not  owing  to  adventitious  causes, 
but  to  a  sound  state  of  things.  He  hoped 
hon.  Members  would  divest  themselves  of 
all  party  feeling,  seeing  that  this  was  not  a 
party  proceeding  or  question,  he  implored 
non.  Gentlemen  to  rid  themselves  of  all 
prejudice,  and  he  trusted  that  they  would 
come  to  such  a  division  as  might  be  consis- 
tent with  that  impartial  and  sound  policy 
which  the  interests  of  the  country  required. 
Lord  John  Russell  said,  that  he  rose  to 
object  to  the  motion  which  had  just  been 
made  by  the  noble  Marquess.  He  could 
not,  for  his  own  part,  object  to  the  day 
which  the  noble  Lord  had  chosen  to  bring 
forward  this  motion,  because  this  day  was 
that  on  which  Bills  brought  in  by  indi- 
vidual Members  were  to  be 'considered, 
who  were  the  parties  with  whom  the  in- 
terposition of  the  noble  Lord's  proposal 
interfered.  He  objected,  then,  not  to  the 
particular  day,  but  to  the  time  at  which 
this  motion  was  brought  forward.  The 
distress  of  the  agricultural  class  had  been 
shown  by  presentation  of  petitions,  day 
after  day,  and  it  was  noticed  in  the  King^ 
Speech,  before  the  noble  Lord  could  pro- 
pound his  motion  for  a  Committee ;  a  de- 
claration, too,  was  made  on  the  part  of  the 
Government,  that  it  was  ready  to  enter 
into  the  fullest  inquiry  on ,  this  subject. 
The  Committee  which  had  been  appointed 
had  made  no  Report,  and  was  far  from 
having  heard  all  the  evidence  to  be  brought 
before  it.  Therefore  the  noble  Lord  was 
not  quite  justified  in  alluding  to  extracts 
and  drawing  deductions  from  part  of  the 
report  which  had  been  printed,  because 
there  could  be  no  fair  decision  as  to  the 
cause  and  extent  of  agricultural  distress 
until  the  whole  of  the  evidence  was  heard| 
and  the  Committee  had  considered  that 
evidence  and  submitted  their  conduiioni 
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to  the  House.  On  this  ground  he  consi- 
dered the  motion  of  the  noble  Marquess 
premature.  He  said  premature,  the  more 
especially  because  every  opportunity  had 
been  given  to  the  noble  Lord  and  the  wit- 
nesses who  entertained  the  same  opinions 
with  him,  in  order  that  their  evidence 
might  be  heard.  The  question  of  the 
extent  of  agricultural  distress  remained 
still  to  be  decided.  Evidence  was  yet  to 
be  taken  and  witnesses  heard;  and  he 
thought  the  House  could  come  to  no 
adequate  decision  until  the  inquiry  was 
terminated.  So  far,  therefore,  as  this  re- 
solution referred  to  the  question  of  agri- 
cultural distress — without  entering  into 
the  question,  or  attempting  to  deny  or 
admit,  what  the  noble  Lord  stated — ^he  was 
of  opinion  that  the  proper  course  was  to 
wait  for  the  result  of  their  own  inquiry, 
to  listen  to  the  Report  of  their  own  Com- 
mittee, and  not  prejudge  a  question 
which  they  had  themselves  at  the  begin- 
ning of  the  session  considered  worthy  of 
deliberate  and  minute  examination.  Then 
with  regard  to  the  immediate  motion  of 
the  noble  Lord.  As  far  as  that  question 
did  not  depend  on  any  inquiry  before  the 
Agricultural  Committee,  but  as  a  general 
question  which  the  noble  Lord  wished  to 
bring  forward,  the  better  course  with  re- 
spect to  it,  as  with  respect  to  others  of  the 
same  kind,  was  to  hear  the  reductions  of 
taxation  to  be  proposed  by  his  right  hon. 
Friend,  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
and  then — should  those  reductions  not 
appear  to  have  beeu  well  considered — 
should  they  propose  to  relieve  those  parts 
of  the  country  which  were  not  the  most 
distressed,  or  to  afford  a  stimulus  to 
industry  in  regard  to  these  branches 
of  trade  which  were  not  most  in  want 
of  a  stimulus,  it  would  be  time  enough 
for  those  honourable  Members  who  re- 
presented the  various  interests  of  the 
country  thereby  aggrieved,  to  state  to  his 
right  hon.  Friend  that  he  had  been  mis- 
taken in  his  selection,  and  that  the  relief 
which  he  proposed  ought  to  be  applied  to 
other  taxes  and  to  other  parties  than  those 
to  which  he  contemplated  applying  it. 
Such  being  the  case,  he  thought  it  would 
be  unwise,  he*  thought  it  would  be  pre- 
mature in  the  House  to  declare,  in  the  first 
instance,  and  before  they  had  heard  the 
statement  of  his  right  hon.  Friend,  that 
one  particular  interest — namely,  the  agri- 
cultural interest,  ought  to  be  the  one  to 
tirhich,  in  preference  of  all  others,  relief] 

•Should  be  applied.    Had  the  OQble  Lord 


pointed  out  that  there  was  some  partial 
tax,  some  especial  burden,  pressing   so 
heavily  on  the  agricultural  interest,  that 
before  listening  to  any  other  complaint  the 
Government  was  bound  to  give  relief  in 
respect  to  it,  he  might  perhaps  have  ad- 
mitted that  there  was  some  justice  in  the 
statement  the   House  had  that  evening 
heard ;  but  inasmuch  as  the  noble  Lord 
had  as   far  as  possible    abstained  from 
making  any  such  statement,  he  did  not 
feel  that  he  or  his  Majesty's  Government 
was  at  the  present  moment  called  upon  to 
deliberate  upon  the  question.    The  noble 
Lord  complained,  that  although  within  the 
last  five  years  upwards  of  eight  millions  of 
taxes  had  been  repealed,  very  little  relief 
had  been  thereby  given  to  the  agricultural 
interest ;  but  had  the  noble  Marquess  in 
his  calculation  thought  proper  to  take  in 
the  year  preceding  that  from  which  the 
return  he  read  was  dated,  he  would  have 
been  able  to  state  to  the  House  that  upon 
the  demand  of  a  very  considerable  body 
of  Members,  of  whom  Lord  Althorp  was 
the  leader,  the  then  Government  had  re- 
duced  the  tax  upon  beer,  and  removed 
completely    the  remaining    duties    upon 
leather.     Now,  he  maintained  that  the 
beer-tax  was  a  tax  which  pressed  espe- 
cially upon  the  agricultural  interest.    At 
the  time  the  reduction  to  which  he  alluded 
was  agreed  upon,  it  was  a  question  whe- 
ther it  should  be  applied  to  the  beer  or  the 
malt ;  but  it  being  the  opinion  of  the  Go- 
vernment of  the  day  that  its  application 
to  the  beer-tax  would  be  more  generally 
useful  to  the  poorer  classes,  while  it  would 
be  nearly  as  advantageous  to  the  parti- 
cular interest  for  whose  benefit  the  remis- 
sion was  originally  contemplated,  the  pre- 
ference was  given  to  it  in  the  arrangement 
which  eventually  took  place.    The  noble 
Lord  excluded  from  his  view  the  3,000,000/. 
taxes  then  reduced,  which  was  a  great 
benefit  to  the  landed  interest.    The  con- 
sequence of  that  reduction  was,  that  the 
consumption  of  malt  increased  very  con- 
siderably,   and   therefore    he  contended, 
that  when  the  noble  Lord  asserted  that 
the  late  reduction   in  taxation  had  not 
been    productive    of  any  relief  to    the 
agricultural  interest,  he    took  much  too 
narrow  a  view  of  the  case. — [The  Mar* 
quess  of  Chandos  had   confined  his  ob- 
servations to  the  last  five  years.] — ^True^ 
but  surely,  if  in  consequence  of  a  mea«< 
sure    which    passed    in  the  year  imme- 
diately preceding  the  commencement  of 

those  five  yearsy  be  could  show  that  dwuf^ 
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the  period   to  which   the    noble  Lord's 
obaervatioDs  did  apply    the  agricultural 
iDterest  had  been  deriving  considerable 
advantages,  he  was  fully  entitled,  for  the 
sake  of  his  argument,  to  include  it  in  his 
computation.    But  he  contended  that  the 
noble  Lord  had  likewise  taken  a  narrow 
and  partial  view  of  the  question  in  saying, 
that  because  the  remission  of  certain  par- 
ticular taxes  applied  more  peculiarly  to 
certain  particular  interests,  the  great  and 
prevailing  interests  of  agriculture  did  not 
share  and  participate  in  the  bene6ts  re- 
sulting from  it.     He  alluded  more  par- 
ticularly to  the  reduction  of  the  duties  on 
candles  and  soap.    Could  any  one  say 
that  the  agricultural  interest  derived  no 
bene6t  from  these  reductions  ?  Could  it  be 
contended  that  the  reduction  of  the  duty 
upon  an  article  of  great  and  general  con- 
Buroption  was  not  calculated  to  serve  an 
interest  so  wide  spread  as  that  of  agricul- 
ture ?    He  believed  there  was  now  but  one 
article  upon  which  a  remission  would  be 
productive  of  any  great  advantage ;  that 
was  the  article  of  malt,  the  article  with 
reference  to  which  the  noble  Lord  last 
year  brought  forward  a  motion.     Now, 
why  was  it  that  the  noble  Lord  upon  the 
present  occasion,  instead  of  his  general 
proposition,  did  not  move  that  the  tax 
upon  this  article  should  be  remitted  ?     It 
was  evident  he  did  not  bring  it  forward 
because  he  knew  the  opinion  of  the  House 
was  made  up  against  it.     No  doubt  the 
noble  Lord  recollected  the  result  of  the 
discussion  of  last  Session,  and  no  doubt 
he  feared  again  to  call  forth  a  speech  from 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  Tamworth  in 
opposition  to  his  proposition,    the    last 
speech  of  that  right  hon.  Member  having 
not  only  had  the  effect  of  confirming  those 
who  were  predisposed  against  the  motion, 
but  of  convincing  many  of  those  Members 
who  had  given  pledges  upon  the  hustings 
to  support  every  measure  having  for  its 
object  the  relief  of  the  agricultural  interest, 
that  they  ought  not  to  vote  for  the  repeal 
of  the  malt  duties.    Even  those  Gentle- 
men were  so  impressed  by  the  eloquence 
of  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Tamworth, 
applied,  as  he  had  understood,  out  of  the 
House  as  well  as  in  the  House,  that  they 
felt  bound  to  vote  with  him,  notwithstand- 
ing thejii  pledges,  and  against  the  noble 
Marquess.   There  being  then  no  great  tax 
pressing  on  the  agricultural  interest,  ex- 
cept that  one  which  the  House  had  refused 
to  remits  he  did  not  think  that  they  ougl^t 


to  come  to  a  solemn  resolution  that  in  the 
repeal  of  taxes  the  agricultural  interest 
ought  to  be  mainly  considered.  Allusion 
had  been  made  to  the  reduction  which 
the  Government  proposed  of  the  stamp 
duty  on  newspapers:  it  would  be  quite 
competent  to  the  noble  Lord,  or  any  one 
else  in  that  House,  to  move,  when  that 
reduction  should  be  proposed,  that  it  was 
not  a  proper  one,  and  that  there  were  other 
interests  more  requiring  relief  than  that 
which  it  was  intended  to  benefit.  The 
noble  Lord  had  also  referred  to  the  local 
taxes  which  peculiarly  affected  the  agri- 
cultural interest.  The  poor  rate  was  one 
of  the  most  considerable — it  was  one  of 
the  greatest  evils  of  which  that  interest 
had  to  complain ;  but  had  the  Govern- 
ment neglected  their  duty  in  respect  to  it? 
On  the  contrary,  a  measure  had  been 
passed  much  calculated  to  remedy  the 
evil,  and  to  show  its  effects,  he  would  read 
to  the  House  a  few  figures,  derived  from 
the  last  return  which  he  had  received  from 
the  Commissioners  of  Poor  Laws,  whom 
be  had  directed  some  time  ago  to  furnish 
him  with  a  comparative  estimate  of  the 
expenditure  in  a  number  of  parishes,  up  to 
the  31st  December,  1835,  and  of  a  sub- 
sequent corresponding  period,  in  which 
those  parishes  had  been  under  the  regular 
operation  of  the  Poor  Law  Act.  In  2,290 
parishes,  which  had  not  been  selected  aa 
exhibiting  the  greatest  amount  of  reduc- 
tion, the  annual  expenditure  in  the  three 
years,  1833,  1834,  and  1835,  was  in  round 
numbers  1,258,000/.;  the  estimate  of  the 
annual  expenditure  ^ for  1836,  founded 
upon  the  return  of  the  expenditure  for  the 
first  quarter,  after  the  31st  December, 
1836,  was  639,000/.,  showing  a  reduction 
of  619,000/.,  on  a  rate  of  saving  forty-nine 
per  cent.  This  was  a  real  practical  benefit, 
and,  in  proportion  as  the  measure  was  car- 
ried out  to  its  full  extent,  that  benefit 
would  be  increased.  By  similar  measures 
only,  and  not  by  general  resolutions,  could 
the  agricultural  interest  expect  to  receive 
benefit;  their  prosperity  depended  not 
upon  their  having  any  particular  hw9a  ac- 
corded to  them,  but  upon  their  enioying 
full  scope  for  the  employment  of  their 
capital  and  their  industry— the  only  ad- 
vantage, indeed,  which,  in  his  opinion, 
Englishmen  required.  With  respect  to 
tithes,  there  was  a  measure  then  before 
Parliament  relating  to  them  ;  and  if  the 
plan  which  it  proposed  were  adopted, 
speaking  generallyi  and  if  a  settlement  of 
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the  questfon  could  be  brought  about  upon 
the  principle  of  idiposing  a  permaneut 
charge  on  the  land,  instead  of  one  increas- 
ing in  proportion  to  the  skill  and  capital 
of  the  farmer,  he  thought  that  a  great  ad- 
vantage would  be  conferred  on  the  agri- 
cultural interest.  As  to  the  question  of 
county  rates,  that,  too,  was  one  which  had 
attracted  the  notice  of  many  hon.  Mem- 
bers; and  the  hon.  Member  for  Middlesex 
had  given  notice  of  a  measure  for  tbe  ap- 
pointment of  county  boards.  It  had  ap- 
peared to  him  (Lord  John  Russell)  when 
engaged  upon  the  County  Rates  Com- 
mittee, that  one  of  the  causes  of  the  very 
great  expenditure,  and  more  particularly 
of  a  valuation  unduly  affecting  the  agri- 
cultural interest,  was  the  very  great  negli- 
gence, carelessness,  and  almost  indiffer- 
ence with  which  those  who  had  the 
management  of  the  county  rate  regarded 
that  valuation  and  that  expenditure.  Im- 
provements had  been  pointed  out;  and 
one  step  had  been  gained  in  the  measure, 
which  had  passed  that  House,  providing 
that  the  discussion  of  these  matters  should 
take  place  in  open  court.  His  own  opinion 
was,  that  the  rate-payers  of  the  counties 
ought  to  have  some  greater  influence  than 
they  now  had  in  that  expenditure.  It  had 
been  the  decided  opinion  of  Lord  Althorp, 
that  those  charges  ought  not  to  be  paid 
out  of  the  Consolidated  Fund,  because  the 
Treasury  had  no  means  of  controlling  the 
expenditure.  Perhaps  a  remedy  for  the 
present  evils  might  be  found — partly  in 
throwing  a  portion  of  the  charges  on  the 
Consolidated  Fun^  as  his  right  hon. 
Friend  had  proposed,  and  partly  in  giving 
the  rate-payers  a  greater  control.  On 
these  grounds,  he  hoped  that  tbe  House 
would  pass  to  the  Order  of  the  Day,  and 
proceed  with  the  practical  business  of  the 
night  rather  than  adopt  a  vague  resolution 
which  could  lead  to  no  practical  result. 
He  would  not  enter  then  into  the  question 
of  agricultural  distress ;  if  he  did  he  should 
have  to  bring  statements  from  the  evidence 
taken  before  the  Agricultural  Committee, 
in  of)position  to  that  of  the  noble  Lord. 
When  that  Committee  had  closed  their 
labours,  he  trusted  that  they  would  pre- 
sent a  body  of  evidence  suth  as  would  en- 
able the  House  to  come  to  a  fair  and 
dispassionate  opinion ;  but  he  must  pro- 
test against  any  conclusion  drawn  from  a 
part  of  that  evidence  only. 

The  Earl  of  DarUngUm  rose  to  support 
tb9  motion  of  bit  nobW  Frieodt    There 


were  two  methods  of  relieving  the  agricul- 
tural interest  under  its  present  distress, 
and  those  were  a  general  reduction  of  tux* 
ation,  and  particular  reductions  in  local 
burdens.  Of  the  local  burthens,  the  ne- 
cessity of  affording  relief  to  the  poor  con* 
stituted,  undoubtedly,  the  greater  portion. 
And  here  he  would  not  refuse  to  contri- 
bute his  share  to  the  approbation  which  a 
great  measure,  upon  which  particular  stress 
had  been  laid*  by  the  noble  Lord  opposite, 
80  justly  merited.  Whatever  might  be 
his  political  opinions  upon  other  subjects, 
he  felt  pleasure  in  being  able  to  corrobo- 
rate the  truth  of  the  noble  Lord's  observa- 
tions upon  that^  and  he  had  no  doubt  that 
in  three  years  more  the  operation  of  the 
Poor  Law  Amendment  Act  would  prove 
to  be  of  greater  benefit  than  hon.  Gentle- 
men could  imagine.  He  knew  of  no  means 
so  certain  to  relieve  the  agriculturists 
as  to  repeal  the  malt  tax ;  but  as  that  was 
not  to  be  repealed,  he  thought  the  farmers 
might  receive  some  relief  if  they  were 
allowed  to  feed  their  cattle  on  steeped 
barley.  That  would  be  a  great  boon  to 
them,  and  he  did  not  think  the  agricul- 
turists would  abuse  it.  He  would  call  the 
attention  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer to  the  subject  of  county-rates,  and 
also  express  a  hope  that  any  surplus  which 
might  be  found  to  exist  with  reference  to 
the  financial  statement  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  would,  at  least,  in  part  be  ap- 
propriated to  the  reliefof  the  agriculturist. 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had 
given  the  House  reason  to  expect  that 
the  financial  condition  of  the  country  was 
such  as  that  they  might  expect  a  surplus  in 
the  Treasurv  at  the  end  of  the  year.  He 
entreated  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to 
bear  in  mind,  that  it  was  never  too  late  to 
retract  a  mistake,  and  whatever  decision 
he  might  have  come  to  with  regard  to  that 
surplus,  it  was  to  be  hoped  that  a  re«con- 
sideration  of  the  subject  might  lead  him 
to  appropriate  a  portion  of  it  to  the  relief 
of  the  agricultural  interest. 

Mr.  Hume.*— Sir,  I  was  anxious  that 
the  noble  Marquess  should  have  deferred 
his  motion  until  the  Select  Committee, 
now  sitting  to  consider  the  state  of  the 
agricultural  interest,  had  terminated  their 
inquiries,  and  had  reported  to  this  House, 
as  we  should  then  have  had  befve  us  the 
evidence  taken,  and  the  opinion  of  that 
Committee  on    this  important   subject; 
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but,  u  the  claims  of  the  landed  interest 
have  been  thus  prominently  put  forward 
by  the  noble  Lords  who  have  addressed 
the  House,  I  shall  endeavour,  before  I  sit 
down,  to  prove  to  the  House,  that  the 
agricultural  interests  have  no  just  claim 
to  be  relieved,  more  than  the  other  inter- 
ests in  the  country. 

The  noble  Marquess,  who  introduced 
the  motion,  has  informed  ibe  House,  that 
he  asks  no  relief  for  the  agricultural  in- 
terests which  he  does  not  equally  demand 
for  the  other  classes  of  the  community : 
but  the  noble  Lord  (Darlington)  who  spoke 
last,  is  not  so  reasonable.  He  says,  that 
there  are  three  ways  in  which  relief  may 
be  afforded  to  the  land — by  lessening  the 
burden  of  general  taxation — by  relief  from 
local  taxation-— and  by  an  alteration  of  the 
currency.  As  an  alteration  of  the  cur- 
rency must  affect  all  interests  of  the 
country  alike,  I  shall  hereafter  make  some 
remarks  thereon ;  and  the  subject  of  local 
taxation,  such  as  bridge,  gaol,  poor-ratei, 
^c,  will  come  more  regularly  before  the 
House  in  a  few  days,  when  I  intend  to 
introduce  a  plan  for  establishing  a  county 
board  to  manage  the  financial  affairs  of 
counties. 

With  respect  to  general  taxation,  I  shall 
distinctly  prove,  that  the  agriculturists 
are  not  only  not  taxed  beyond  other  classes 
in  the  country,  but  that  they  do  not  pay 
their  fair  proportion  of  the  burdens  of  the 
State.  The  noble  Lord  has,  indeed, 
proposed  one  means  of  relief,  at  variance, 
however,  with  the  claim  of  the  noble 
Marquess,  the  Member  for  Buckingham- 
shire, that  the  farmers  should  be  allowed 
to  malt  barley  for  their  own  use,  free  of 
duty — and  the  reason  assigned  for  that 
demand  is,  that  the  barley  is  grown  by  the 
farmers;  but,  by  the  same  rule,  the  ma- 
nufacturer of  every  article  subjected  to 
excise  duty,  should  be  allowed  to  use 
enough  of  it  for  his  own  consumption,  free 
of  duty;  and  those  who  import  wine  or 
brandy,  ought  to  be  allowed  all  they  con- 
sume free  of  duty.  The  one  request 
would  be  equally  fair  and  reasonable  as 
the  other ;  but,  will  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  agree  to  this  ?  In  this  opinion 
I  think  the  noble  Marquess  must  agree 
with  me>  and  differ  from  his  noble 
Friend. 

The  hoo.  Member  for  North  Yorkshire, 
who  supported  the  motion,  asks  why  the 
landed  proprietor  should  be  prevented 
from  making  the  best  bargain  he  can  for 


the  produce  of  his  land  and  capital :  and 
I  willingly,  in  every  case,  concede  to  him 
that  right ;  but,  at  the  same  time,  I  ask 
him  to  allow  other  persons  to  enjoy  the 
same  right  with  the  produce  of  their 
labour  and  capital.  The  English  farmer 
sells  his  corn  to  the  manufacturer  at  the 
highest  price,  and  buys  every  manufac- 
tured article  at  the  lowest  rate;  but,  I 
ask,  are  the  manufacturers  allowed  to  go 
to  the  cheapest  markets  to  buy  their  food  ? 
No ;  they  are  obliged,  by  the  monopoly 
produced  by  the  corn-laws,  and  by  the 
importation  of  cattle  being  prohibited,  to 
pay  nearly  twice  as  much  for  English  corn 
and  meat,  as  they  would  have  to  pay  were 
corn  and  catde  freely  admitted  from  other 
countries!  I  therefore  ask  the  bon.  Mem- 
ber whether  that  is  dealing  out  equal  jus- 
tice, or  whether,  with  those  advantages, 
he  has,  on  behalf  of  the  agpriculturists,  any 
right  to  complain  ? 

The  noble  Lord  having  alluded  to  agri- 
cultural associations,  and  to  their  efforts 
to  obtain  relief  for  the  farmers,  I  shall 
take  this  opportunity  of  noticing  the  un- 
reasonable and  absurd  demands  of  some 
of  these  associations:  and  of  showing  haw 
ruinous  their  plans  would  be  to  themselves, 
and  to  the  community  at  large,  if  they 
could  be  carried  into  effect.  Their  state- 
ments are  exaggerated,  and  their  expec- 
tations quite  preposterous.  I  have  in  my 
hand  a  Report  of  the  proceedings  of  the 
East  Suffolk  Agricultural  Association,  at 
a  public  meeting  held  at  the  Castle  of 
Framiingham  in  November  last ;  and  I 
now  see  the  hon.  Member  for  the  county 
(Sir  Broke  Vere)  who  was  present.  It 
appears  that  the  object  of  that  meeting  was 
to  take  the  first  step  for  sending  delegates 
to  join  the  general  Agricultural  Union  of 
all  the  Agricultural  associations  in  London, 
It  was  stated— 

"  That  the  agriculturists  have  petitioned  Par- 
liament 80  often,  and  had  received  so  little 
attention,  that  they  began  to  entertain  but  one 
feeling — that  petitioning  alone  would  not  do. 
.  .That  in  July  last,  at  a  meeting  of  that  Asso- 
ciation, a  petition  was  agreed  to,  and  a  Reso- 
lution passed,  that  the  members  should  be  iii« 
structed  to  move  that  the  Supplies  themselves 
should  be  stopped,  until  his  Majesty's  Minis- 
ters had  taxen  some  steps  to  relieve  the 
agriculturists/' 

If  such  language  had  been  used,  or  such 
opinions  had  been  expressed  at  any  meet- 
ing of  Reformers,  what  would  have  been 
said  by  the  landed  gentlemen  ?  The  Re- 
formers would  have  been  told  that  they 
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vere  threatening  the  House  of  Commons, 
and  interfering  with  the  proceedings  of 
the  Government.  Yet  such  were  the  de- 
mands of  that  association  at  a  time  when 
successive  administrations  had  relieved  the 
agricultural  interest  from  almost  every  tax 
that  could  be  pointed  out  as  bearing  di- 
rectly on  land ;  and  when  the  agricultu- 
rists were  in  reality  paying  much  less  in 
taxes  to  the  State  than  the  other  classes  of 
the  community.  The  secretary  to  the 
Central  Association  in  London,  declared 
to  the  meeting  that — 

'^  In  his  opinion  it  was  neither  the  extension 
of  the  currency,  nor  the  repeal  of  the  malt-tax, 
nor  the  consolidation  of  public  rates,  nor  the 
commutation  of  tithes,  nor  the  diminution  of 
poor-rates,  nor  the  introduction  of  poor-laws 
into  Ireland,  nor  the  breaking  up  of  the  meat- 
trade  monopoly,  which  would  alone   relieve 

the  farmer They  must  effect  a  change 

in  the  present  system  of  acquiring  and  accu- 
mulating wealth, — a  system  abounding  in  fraud 
and  productive  of  the  greatest  evils  ^  and  that 
the  productive  classes  must  be  compensated 
for  the  capital  which  the  currency  measure  of 
1819  had  oeen  the  means  of  unjustly  abstract- 
ing from  them But  (he  added)  that 

thejr  would  no  longer  consent  to  increase  the 
spoils  of  the  gambler  on  the  Stock  Exchange ; 
they  would  no  longer  uphold  that  system 
which,  for  the  last  twenty  years,  had  preyed 
upon  the  very  vitals  of  the  productive  classes; 
and  which  had  made  the  industry  of  the  coun- 
try the  means  of  impoverishing  itself,  while  it 
enriches  the  speculator  and  the  capitalist." 

This  attack  upon  capitalists  would  be 
altogether  unwarranted  in  any  assembly, 
but  most  particularly  was  it  unsuitable  at 
a  meeting  of  landed  gentlemen,  who  have 
80  often  complained  of  similar  language 
being  used  in  other  places.  I  have  al- 
ways, both  within  and  without  these  walls, 
raised  my  voice  against  such  pernicious 
and  erroneous  opinions :  I  say  erroneous, 
for  it  is  evident,  that  to  its  capital  Eng- 
land owes  much  of  its  present  prosperity. 
IVhy  are  Spain  and  Italy  so  poor,  with  an 
abundant  population,  and  a  soil  and  cli- 
mate almost  unequalled  in  the  world  ?— - 
Why,  but  for  want  of  capital  ?  How  is 
France  now  rising  in  the  scale  of  nations, 
but  by  accumulating  capital, — by  becom- 
ing a  manufacturing  and  commercial  coun* 
try  ?  Therefore,  we  ought  to  be  the  more 
indignant  at  hearing  this  charge  made  at 
a  public  meeting  of  landowners  against  so 
useful  and  important  a  part  of  the  com- 
munity, as  if  it  were  a  crime  for  men  to 
accumulate  fortunes  by  honest  and  ho- 
nourable means.    I  am  indignant  at  see- 


ing thus  held  up  to  the  people,  that  class 
io  whose  industry,  enterprise,  and  abiH- 
ties  we  mainly  owe  the  high  rank  which 
England  now  holds  among  the  nations  of 
Europe.  It  is  alleged  by  the  landowne», 
that  '*  agricultural  prosperity  is  the  foun- 
dation of  national  prosperity.'^  I  rejoice 
in  agricultural  prosperity  when  it  is  not 
produced  at  the  expense  of  the  other 
classes  of  the  community ;  but  I  must 
add,  that  land  in  England  would  be  of 
little  more  value  than  land  in  Poland  or 
Prussia,  were  it  not  for  the  capital  and  in- 
dustry of  our  merchants  and  manufactu- 
rers. Nay,  more,  I  maintain  that  Eng- 
land might  exist  and  prosper,  as  a  purely 
manufacturing  and  commercial  country,  if 
it  did  not  grow  a  single  bushel  of  com ; 
if,  in  exchange  for  its  manufactures  and 
minerals,  it  imported  from  the  cheap  com- 
producing-countries  every  quarter  of  wheat 
required  in  the  country.  Have  I  not,  then, 
reason  to  call  the  opinions,  expressed  by 
this  gentleman,  at  once  pernicious  and 
erroneous  ?  But  he  goes  still  further,  and 
says — 

''  The  war  to  which  he  summoned  them  was  a 
war  from  which  no  good  man  need  shrink-^it 
was  a  war  against  injustice,  poverty,  and  idle- 
ness—it was  a  war  against  that  system  which 
divided  England  into  two  extremes  of  luxurious 
wealth  and  fearful  want — it  was  a  war  for  the 
bees  of  the  hive  against  those  who  robbed  them 
of  their  honey— it  was  a  war,  though  bloodless, 
that  was  to  be  fought  on  the  fields  of  our 
country,  and  in  whidi  more  laurels  were  to  be 
gained  with  the  ploughshare  than  had  ever  yet 
been  won  by  the  sword  on  the  cannon-planted 
deck  or  the  tented  field !" 

I  have  given  these  extracts  to  prove  to  the 
House  the  extravagant  and  ridiculous  Ian* 
guage  of  these  Unionists ;  but  the  lan- 
guage of  another  speaker  exceeded  in  ab- 
surdity any  thing  that  had  ever  yet  issued 
from  any  public  meeting  within  my  recol- 
lection ;  and  I  submit  it,  at  once,  in  proof 
of  the  unreasonable  proceedings  of  the 
agriculturists.    This  gentleman  said  :-— 

**  It  was  susceptible  of  clear  proof,  and  he  was 
now  stating  not  merely  his  own  opinion,  but 
the  opinion  of  the  Cambridgeshire  Association, 
as  recorded  in  a  letter  to  their  chairman,  that 
there  was  now  100,000,000/.  less  of  circulation 
than  there  was  in  1818,  the  whole  of  which 
sum  was,  of  course,  deducted  from  the  value 
of  the  produce  of  British  industry.  Nodiing 
but  an  expansion  of  the  currency  could  meet 
the  difiiculty— an  expansion  to  be  effected  by 
an  issue  of  notes  by  the  Bank  of  England,  aad 
by  the  country  bankers,  and  by  coioing  the 
sovereign  at  two-thirds  of  its  present  valtt«^  so 
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that  the  otiQCd  of  gold  should  make  six  sove- 
reigo%  as  it  ought  to  do." 

He  added  that^^ 

"  The  shippings  the  tradiog^  and  manufactur- 
ing interests,  must  also  receive  protection  from 
foreign  competition  hy  the  imposition  of  du- 
ties on  foreign  goods,  or,  if  necessary,  even  by 
total  prohibition ;  the  immediate  consequence 
of  this  step  would  be  good  prices,  good  pro- 
fits, and  good  wages.  This  was  the  unani- 
mous opinion  of  the  numerous  members  of  the 
Cambridgeshire  Society,  and  they  were  deter- 
mined that  their  opiniou  should  reach  the  Le- 
gislature." 

I  have  now  submitted  these  opinions  to 
the  Legislature,  as  then  desired  by  the 
speakers.    I  appeal  to  the  House  whether 
they  ever  heard  of  so  much  nonsense  being 
apoken  at  any  meeting  of  labourers  and 
artisans,  as  is  reported  to  have  been  uttered 
at  this  East  Suffolk  Association  of  landed 
gentlemen.     Speak  of  the  trash  circulated 
in  the  Penny  Unstamped !     I  should  be 
ashamed  to  see  the  name  of  any  artizan 
affixed  to  such  observations.     But  I  leave 
the    members   of   the    Association    now 
present  to  explain  or  defend  such  proceed- 
ings, as  they  best  can,   whilst  they  are 
making  fresh  demands    for    relief  from 
taxation ;  and  I  would  ask  whether  there 
really    is,    at  present,    that  agricultural 
distress    which     the    noble    Lords    have 
alleged  ?     I  speak  with  conBdence  when  I 
say  that  there  is  not ;  and,  if  I  am  correct 
in  my  information,  there  ought  not  to  be 
more  distress  in  that  than  in  any  other 
interest.    As  regards  taxation,   I   repeat 
that  the  agriculturists  have  been  specially 
favoured,  and  exempted  from  many  taxes 
which  all  other  classes  of  the  community 
pay;  and  that  they  do  not  pay  any  one  tax 
from  which  other  classes  are  exempted. 
The  noble  Marquess  refers  to  the  evidence 
before  the  Committee,    now    sitting    to 
inquire  into  agricultural  distress.      I  have 
read  that  portion  of  the  evidence  which 
has  been  printed,  and  find  no  proofs  of 
distress  at  present  existing. 

As  regards  the  increase  of  currency, 
which  the  noble  Lord  (Darlington)  con- 
siders to  be  one  means  of  relief,  it  appears, 
by  the  evidence,  that  farmers  have  no 
difficulty  in  getting  what  money  they 
require,  if  they  have  good  security  to  give  ; 
and,  I  am  sure,  this  House  would  not 
desire  that  money  should  be  lent  on  bad 
security.     Mr.  Evan  David  was  asked — 

"Dothefarmers  now  receive  accommodation 
as  easily  as  they  used  to  do  ?— They  now  get 
a  little  more  accommodation,  in  consequence 
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of  the  joint-Stock  banks  having  been  recently 
established  in  our  neighbourhoodi  and  oq 
more  easy  terms.'' 

Mr.  Jacob  was  asked — 

"  You  have  no  account  of  a  deficiency  of 
capital  in  agriculture  in  any  part  of  the 
country? — No;  for  the  agriculturist  can  get 
any  money  he  pleases,  at  low  interest,  if  he 
have  good  security." 

I  can  state  to  the  noble  Marquess,  for 
his  satisfaction,  that  there  is  more  money 
at  present  in  the  country,  than  there  was 
in  the  days  of  inconvertible  paper ;  and 
that  there  is,  now,  no  want  of  currency, 
nor  has  there  been  any  for  the  last  ten  or 
twelve  years.     It  is  not  possible  to  ascer* 
tain  the  amount  of  circulating  medium  in 
the  country  to  a  certainty;   but  I  shall 
hereafter  submit  to  the  House  the  most 
correct  account  I  have  been  able  to  procure 
of  the  metallic  and  paper  currency  in 
England  and  Wales,  on  the  average  of 
the  six  years  1814  to  1819,  and  of  the 
six  years  1829  to  1834.     If,  therefore, 
distress  exist  among  the  agriculturists,  it 
must  arise  from  other  causes  than  want  of 
currency.     Nothing,  indeed,  can  be  more 
senseless  and  indefinite  than  the  clamour 
against  the  change  made  in  the  currency 
in  1819;  and  the  complaints  of  want  of 
money  as  the  cause  of  low  prices  sincd 
that    period,  •  and    particularly   in    1834 
and    1835.       In    this   vague    way,    the 
president  of  the  Cambridgeshire  Agricul- 
tural  Society  stated   to   the   Committee, 
that  he  thought  the  contraction  of  the 
currency  to  be  one  cause  of  the  fall  of 
agricultural  produce.     He  was  asked — 

"  Why  he  thought  so? — I  can  only  state  in  a 
general  way,  that  I  have  observed  that  when 
there  has  been  a  contraction  of  the  currency, 
prices  have  fallen,  and  when  there  has  beea 
an  expansion,  they  have  generally  risen." 

But,  let  us  look  fairly  at  the  object  of 
the  noble  Marquess's  motion — "  a  reduc- 
tion of  taxation  "—and  inquire  whether 
the  agriculturists  are  in  a  condition  to 
demand  reduction  of  taxation  in  preference 
to  other  classes.  I  shall  prove  that  they 
are  not  entitled  to  be  specially  relieved. 
The  House  and  the  public  have  been 
somewhat  led  away  in  respect  to  the  claims 
of  the  agriculturists,  generally,  without 
due  consideration  of  whom  that  class 
consists.  My  hon.  and  learned  Friend, 
the  Member  for  Bath,  some  days  ago, 
stated  very  properly  to  the  House,  that 
there  were  three  classes  of  persons  com- 
prehended under  the  term  agriculturists, 
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ttid  thst  we  could  not  come  to  any  just 
conclusion  on  the  claims  set  forth  on  their 
behalf,  wiihout  considering  their  character 
and  situation  separately.  It  comprehends 
the  landowners,  the  farmers,  and  the 
labourers.  With  respect  to  the  latter 
class,  I  would  ask  any  Member  of  the 
present  Agricultural  Committee,  whether 
the  evidence  before  them  does  not  sl.ow 
that  the  condition  of  the  agricultural 
labourers  is  much  better  at  this  time  than 
it  has  been  for  many  years  past — perhaps 
better  than  it  ever  was?  The  evidence 
clearly  proves  their  improved  condition  ; 
and  some  of  the  witnesses  go  so  far  as  to 
say,that  the  labourersare  better  off  than  the 
small  farmersare.  Mr.  John  Rolfe  is  asked — 

"  What  should  you  say  the  condition  of  the 
labourer  is  at  present?— I  consider  the  condi- 
tion of  the  labourer,  at  present,  where  he  has 
plenty  of  employment,  is  very  good. 

*'  Are  there  many  labourers  out  of  employ- 
ment?—Not  a  great  many. 

Another  witness,  J.  Smallpiece,  Esq. — 

Then  the  condition  of  the  labourer  has  im- 
proved rather  than  not? — I  think  the  labourer 
never  was  better  off." 

Mr.  T.  Bowyer  "  considered  the  con- 
dition of  the  labourers  to  be  much  bet- 
ter than  formerly.''  Mr.  Evan  David 
stated,  **  that  the  condition  of  the  labour- 
era  in  Glamorganshire  was  comparatively 
better  than  that  of  the  farmers — that  they 
were  very  well  off." 

Mr.  Jacob,  another  witness : — 

''You  state  that  the  labourers,  generally 
speaking,  enjoy  more  of  the  luxuries  of  life 
than  they  did  forty  or  fifty  years  ago  ? — Yet. 

**  You  believe, upon  the  whole,  there  has  been 
an  improvement  in  agriculture  and  in  culti- 
▼ation  in  this  country  ? — Yes.*' 

Nothing  can  be  more  conclusive  against 
the  noble  Marquess,  as  to  the  state  of  the 
agricultural  labourer,  than  this  evidence 
p^ven  before  his  own  Committee.  If, 
indeed,  we  consider  the  money-amount  of 
his  wages,  and  the  relative  prices  of  every 
article  of  necessity  and  comfort  now,  and 
at  fortner  periods,  it  must  be  evident  that 
the  situation  of  the  labourer  is  much  better 
at  present.  When  wheat  was  1205.  to 
I40s,  the  quarter,  the  wages  of  an  agri- 
cultural labourer  was  155.  or  I65.  per 
w  eek ;  and  now  that  wheat  is  at  56s.  to 
6O5.,  he  receives  from  95.  to  12s.  In  the 
former  period  he  could  scarcely  buy  a 
bushel  of  wheat  with  his  week's  wages, 
DOW  he  can  buy  one-and-a-half  or  two 
bushels.      In  proportion  to  the  money- 


wages  and  price  of  com  the  lmbo«rers  ai^ 
better  off.  **  We  are  paying^  (a  witneM 
says),  with  beer,  95.  6af.  o-toeeil,  eqmd  to 
two  bushels  of  wheat.'*  Clothing  and 
other  necessary  articles  are  now  from 
40  to  60  per  cent,  lower  in  price  than  ihej 
were  in  the  time  of  high-priced  corn,  as  I 
shall  shew  before  I  sit  down. 

It  is  truly  gratifying  to  me  that  the  fall 
which  has  taken  place  in  the  various  arti- 
cles of  British  manufacture,  had  not  been 
accompanied  by  a  corresponding  fall  in 
the  wages  of  labour ;  and  we  consequently 
6nd  a  greater  degree  of  comfort  and  ease 
amongst  the  working  classes  than  have 
existed  for  many  previous  years  in  this 
country;  and  it  is  one  of  many  reasons 
I  have  to  urge  for  the  repeal  of  uie  Cora- 
laws,  which  increase  the  price  of  food. 
At  the  present  moment  the  artisans  and 
labourers  are  comfortable,  but  no  thanks 
are  due  to  the  landed  interest  for  that 
blessing.  The  operation  of  high  or  low 
prices  of  food  on  the  comfort  and  sitvatioo 
of  the  working  classes  is  but  ill  under- 
stood, although  few  subjects  deserve  the 
attention  of  the  House  more.  It  may  be 
generally  taken  that  three-fourths  of  the 
wages  of  the  labourer  are  spent  in  the 
purchase  of  food,  and  one-fonrth  on  cloth- 
ing, rent,  Scc» — that  a  fall  of  one-third  in 
the  price  of  food  is  the  same  to  him  as  if 
his  wages  had  risen  33^  per  cent. ;  and  a 
fall  of  50  per  cent,  in  clothing  and  other 
necessaries,  doubles  the  quantity  for  the 
remaining  one-fourth  of  his  wages^  which 
adds  materially  to  his  comfort.  The  money- 
wages  of  labour  never  declines  in  same 
proportion*  as  the  prices  of  articles ;  and 
low  prices  of  food  and  other  necessaries 

*  Statement  of  the  wages  of  workmen  in 

the  cotton  manufacturies  at  Bolton: — 


Spinners,  ]8tcU«s 
Ditto,  2nd  and  3rd  ditto 
Dressers       .        .        . 
Povfer-loom  weavers 

Carders,  1 8t  class 
Ditto,  2Qd  ditto   . 
Kulers 


In  1816. 

pwweek. 

#.     tf. 

37    0 

30    0 

30    0 

14  0 

In  1815. 

40    0 

18    6 

15  0 


InlSSt. 
per  week. 

36  0 

28  2 

30  6 

12  0 
XalSSS. 

30  0 

17  9 

12  0 


Rate  of  wages  paid  at  Greenwich  Hospital 
on  the  average  of  five  years : 

I8IS.IS.  18S8-3t.  Per  Cent. 

n    tf.  «.    A        Pill. 
BrickUyera.  pf  r  day      6    1        4    9        6| 

Masons,  ditto         .         5     4         6    4        — 
Pluroberf,  ditto     .        5    S        5    6|      2| 


Carpenters,  ditto 


6    9       6    9 
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aie  alwayi  advantafeous  to  the  working 
claaaea.  We  have  often  heard  in  this 
House,  that  high  prices  were  wanted  for 
the  sake  of  the  agricultural  and  other 
labourers ;  but  nothing  can  be  more  erro* 
neoQs^  as  the  situation  of  all  the  working 
classes  is  much  worse  by  every  advance, 
and  always  improved  by  every  fall,  in  the 
price  of  food  and  necessaries.  I  believe 
the  Poor  Law  Amendment  Act,  now  in 
operation  in  one-half  of  England,  will 
haTe  a  verv  beneficial  effect  on  the  future 
aituation  of  both  labourers  and  farmers. 
A«  regards,  therefore,  the  most  important 
portion  of  the  agriculturists, — the  labour- 
iag  classes, — there  is  no  giround  for  the 
noble  Marquess's  motion,  It  is  acknow. 
ladged  that,  at  no  prior  period,  has  the 
land  been  so  much  improved  as  it  is  at 
present  by  the  application  of  capital  and 
of  industry ;  that  by  drainage  alone,  the 
productive  powers  of  the  land  have  been 
iaereased  to  a  great  extent ;  and  in  the 
implements  of  husbandry  and  in  their  ap- 
plication, much  improveioent  has  generally 
taken  place.  It  may  be  quite  correct  that 
partial  distress  exists  among  farmers,  some 
from  want  of  capital,  others  from  breaking 
up  poor  lands  and  cultivating  .their  cold 
clayey  soils  improperly  in  wheat.  Some 
nay  pay  very  heavy  rents,  and  others  may, 
by  bad  management,  use  twice  the  number 
of  horses  necessary  for  their  farms;  but 
there  is  no  claim,  on  these  grounds,  for 
exclusive  relief  from  taxation.  The  farmers 
examined  before  the  Committee  were 
unable  to  point  out  any  direct  public  tax 
which  pressed  upon  them,  except  IL  8s.  9d, 
for  a  riding  horse,  and  the  Window-duty, 
which,  including  the  duty  on  servants  on 
a  farm  of  500  acres,  did  not  amount  to 
more  than  10/.  or  12/.  a-year ;  the  county- 
rate  was  also  considered  very  triAing. 
Mr.  John  Kemp  is  asked — 

**  With  regard  to  the  assessed  taxes,  would  it 
be  any  relief  to  you  if  the  remainder  of  these 
were  taken  off  horses  and  off  windows? — Yes;  it 
would  be  a  relief,  but  not  to  any  extent.  The 
taxes  for  mv  windows  and  horses  and  servants, 
on  a  farm  of  500  acres  in  Essex,  are  about  10/. 
or  12/.  a-year." 

Mr.  John  Rolfe,  a  farmer  and  appraiser 
of  farming-stock,  renting  from  200  to  300 
acres,  in  the  county  of  Biick^i,  was  asked — 

"  Is  there  any  other  lax  (than  the  Mai  Max) 
which  presses  immoderately  upon  the  farmer  l* 
—  No,  except  the  assessed  taxes.  I  pay  for  my 
riding^iorse  1/.  8i.  9J ,  and  for  roy  groom  1//' 


''  No  tax  hut  the  Wiodow-tax  presses  on  the 
farmer^  and  I  pay  for  that  4/.  a^year.  There 
is  a  coonty-rate,  the  removal  of  which  would 
amount  to  something,  but  not  a  great  deal.'' 

"  Is  there  any  other  tax  that  presses  on  th* 
farmer  f — No  direct  tax  that  1  know  of. 

Mr.  Henry  Moreton  was  asked-^ 

"  What  do  yoa  pay  for  your  assessed  taxes? 
— A  mere  nothing ;  our  direct  taxes  are  rery 
small.  I  do  not  pay  on  all  the  land  I  hold 
above  10/." 

He  stated  to  the  Committee^  that  his 
farm  consisted  of  2^000  acres ;  so  that  the 
assessed  taxes  he  pays  amount  only  to  a 
fraction  more  than  one  "penny  per  acre. 
We  may,  therefore,  dismiss  the  noble 
Marquess's  motion  on  the  plea  of  general 
as  well  as  of  local  taxation,  and  consider 
the  fanner's  situation  as  a  manufacturer  of 
com. 

In  whatever  way  the  farmer  may  look 
for  relief,  the  most  effectual  mode  will  be 
by  reduction  of  rent,  and  by  strict  economy  ; 
and  the  question  before  us,  therefore,  be- 
comes almost  entirely  a  landlord's  question. 
I  consider  the  landowners  as  supplying  the 
capital  of  land  to  the  fanners,  who  are  the 
manufacturers  of  com,  in  the  same  way  as 
the  capitalist  supplies  the  manufacturer 
with  money  to  carry  on  his  business.  Not 
only  must  (he  landowner  and  capitalist 
receive  a  proper  interest;  but  the  manu- 
facturer and  farmer  must  derive  the  usual 
profits  for  their  capital,  time,  and  labour^ 
or  they  will  not  be  able  to  continue  their 
business.  If  the  profits  of  the  manufacturer 
are  high,  the  interest  of  capital  will  be  so 
likewise — if  the  price  of  agricultural  pro- 
duce rises,  the  landowners  will  take  care 
to  raise  their  rents  on  the  renewal  of  every 
lease,  and  if  prices  fall  they  are  obliged  to 
lower  them  accordingly;  so  that  high 
prices  and  profits  will,  in  a  period  of  years, 
benefit  only  the  capitalist  and  landlord, 
whilst  they  injure  the  great  mass  of  the 
community.  Yet,  under  the  false  idea  that 
their  own  condition  would  be  improved  by 
high  prices,  farmers  in  general  have  joindL 
with  their  landlords  in  supporting  the 
Corn-laws  and  high  prices,  though,  as  I 
have  already  shown,  it  is  their  true  interest, 
as  much  as  that  of  other  rsani.facturers, 
that  food  and  necessaries  should  be  cheap. 
The  only  permanent  means,  therefore,  in 
ray  opinion,  of  improving  their  condition  is 
the  reduction  of  taxation  of  every  kind, 
whether  imposed  by  the  State,  by  the 
county,  or  by  the  parish ;  and  their  efforts 
should  therefore  be  made,  in  conjunction 
with  all  other  classes,  to  enforce  reductions 
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in  every  department  to  the  lowest  scale  on 
which  the  government,  general  and  local, 
can  he  carried  on  in  peace  and  security. 
The  farmer  has  an  equal  advantage  in  the 
low  price  of  food,  clothing,  and  general 
necessaries  with  every  other  manufacturer, 
who,  as  experience  shows,  profits  by  reduced 
prices  of  fo  d,  in  carrying  on  his  business, 
with  less  capital^  and  in  ensuring  at  the 
same  time  a  more  adequate  return  than 
when  prices  are  high.  I  regret,  there- 
fore, to  see  farmers  encouraged  to  entertain 
delusive  hopes  of  high  prices,  which  can 
only  be  maintained  by  the  restriction  of 
that  commercial  intercourse  between  Eng- 
land and  other  nations,  which  tends  greatly 
to  secure  permanent  national  prosperity. 
Corn.laws  are  the  means  employed  for 
keeping  up  high  prices — they  limit  the 
commerce  of  the  country — diminish  the 
industry  of  both  manufacturing  and  corn- 

f  rowing  countries ;  and,  at  the  same  time, 
eep  the  labourers  and  farmers  in  poverty. 
In  proof  of  this  I  might  state,  that  accord- 
ing to  the  evidence  before  the  Committee, 
though  the  price  of  wheat  has  been  low, 
every  other  agricultural  produce  has  borne 
a  fair  price ;  and  yet  it  is  at  the  same  time 
alleged  that  the  farmers  have  been  generally 
distressed. 

Having  thus  spoken  of  the  farmers  and 
laljourers,  let  us  look  at  the  condition  of 
the  landowners.  Noble  Lords  say,  they 
do  not  possess  a  monopoly ;  but  I  will  prove 
that  they  have  had  almost  a  close  monopoly 
of  all  articles  the  produce  of  the  land — a  tax 
to  the  extent  of  many  millions  yearly  raised 
on  therestof  the  community,  since  1815.  As 
I  have  already  stated,  there  is  scarcely  a 
tax  bearing  on  them  or  upon  the  land  which 
has  not  been  repealed  by  their  influence 
in  this  House — so  much  so,  that  when,  in 
'  the  present  investigation,  some  of  the  wit- 
nesses were  asked  what  mode  of  relief  they 
would  propose,  or  what  taxes  they  could 
point  out  as  bearing  on  the  land,  after 
much  hesitation  and  doubt,  one  or  two 
trifling  assessed  taxes — the  county-rates 
and  highway-rates,  &c.,  were  the  only 
taxes  they  could  point  out.  For  the  land- 
owners, therefore,  to  say  they  have  not  re- 
ceived a  due  share  of  attention  and  relief 
from  this  House  is  truly  wonderful.  The 
land  and  its  proprietors  have  been  ex- 
tensively relieved  from  general  taxation  in 
former  years;  and  the  recent  Poor-law 
Amendment  Act,  accompanied  by  that 
moral  improvement  and  independence  of 
the  labourers,  which  I  consider  to  be  the 
certain  tendency  of  the  measure,  will  re- 


lieve the  land  from  a  large  portion  of  the 
poor-rate.  I  have  been  much  maligned  for 
the  support  I  gave  to  that  Bill ;  but,  after 
the  experience  of  two  years,  I  see  no  reason 
to  regret  the  part  I  took.  I  have  taken  the 
trouble  to  ascertain,  and  am  enabled  to 
state  what  has  already  been  the  effect  on 
the  landed  interest.  A  reduction  has  been 
effected  in  the  amount  of  the  poor-rates,  in 
those  parishes  which  have  come  under  the 
Act,  of  40  per  cent  of  the  whole  rate — and 
nearly  one-half  of  England  has  been  already 
formed  into  unions.  The  relief  to  the 
tenantry,  in  some  parts  of  the  country,  has 
been  such  that  the  landowners  have  de- 
clared they  will  not  allow  to  the  farmers, 
in  future,  the  reduction  of  10  or  15  per 
cent,  which,  for  some  years  past,  they  had 
made  in  their  rent 

A  noble  Duke   (Rutland),   in  another 
place,  has  said — . 

That  for  his  own  part  he  had  not  such  sanguine 
expectations  from  the  result  of  the  labours  of 
the  Committees  now  silting  in  the  two  Houses 
of  Parliament.  He  felt  himself  warranted  in 
predicting  that  the  most  sure  and  efficacioos 
relief  of  agricultural  distress  would  be  derived 
from  the  Poor-law  Act ;  and  he  could  state  the 
facts  upon  testimony  which  could  not  be 
doubted,  that  the  reduction  of  the  poor-rates 
in  those  parts  of  the  kingdom,  which  have  been 
already  brought  under  the  operation  of  the  Act, 
amounts  to  no  less  a  sum  than  1,500,000/.  per 
an.niim.  If  this  saving  were  effected  by  the 
sacrifice  and  at  the  expense  and  comfort  of 
those  whom  we  must  always  consider  as  de- 
serving our  most  tender  care  and  considerate 
attention — ^he  meant  the  labouring  and  pauper 
classes — he  was  sure  that  he  should  not,  and 
he  was  convinced  that  not  one  of  their  Lord- 
ships would  countenance  the  continuance  of 
the  measure  for  another  day.  But  he  was 
certain  that  no  such  result  of  the  Act  would 
take  place. 

The  Poor-law  Amendment  Act  will  also 
be  a  great  benefit  to  the  country  at  large, 
inasmuch  as  there  will  be  a  moral  popula- 
tion depending  on  their  own  industry — in- 
stead of  a  demoralized  population  depending 
upon  the  parish — for  support.  The  labour- 
ers themselves  are  also  in  a  better  condition, 
being  at  liberty  to  seek  employment  wher- 
ever it  can  be  procured,  instead  of  being, 
as  they  were  by  the  old  system,  confined  to 
one  parish,  or  confined  in  one  poor-house, 
inducing  a  system  of  debasement  and  idle- 
ness; and  inevitably  causing  those  mis. 
chievous  habits  and  propensities  which 
every  hon.  Member  knows  to  be  consequent 
upon  a  number  of  idle  persons  congregating 
together.    I  was  much  gratified  at  finding, 
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by  tbe  return  of  criminal  prosecutions  in 
the  last  year^  lately  laid  on  the  Table  of  the 
House^  that  they  amounted  to  715  fewer 
than  in  the  previous  year,  which  may  be 
owing,  partly  to  the  operation  of  that 
Poor-law  Amendment  Act,  and  partly  to 
the  improved  situation  of  tbe  industry  of 
the  country. 

The  House  is  also  at  this  time  engaged 
witb  the  Tithe  Commutation  Bill,  which, 
if  passed  into  a  law  on  fair  conditions, 
must  be  highly  beneficial  to  the  landowners, 
to  the  farmers,  and  to  the  country  generally. 
All  these  proceedings  ought  to  exempt  the 
Legislature  and  tbe  Ministers  from  any 
charge  of  neglecting  tbe  agricultural  inter- 
ests of  tbe  country  ',  and  I  must  express 
my  astonishment  that  noble  Lords  should 
make  that  charge  in  tbe  face  of  all  the 
evidence  on  tbe  Table  of  tbe  House,  to  tbe 
contrary.  I  evidently  surprised  some  Mem- 
bers in  stating,  on  a  former  occasion,  that 
numerous,  wealthy,  and  powerful  com- 
munities might  exist  without  landowners  ; 
but  that  landowners  would  be  poor  and 
helpless  v/itbout  manufactures  and  com. 
merce.  I  repeat,  that  this  country  could 
bear  all  tbe  pressure  of  its  enormous  debt 
and  taxation  comparatively  easily,  if  tbe 
landowners  bad  as  fair  a  share  of  tbe 
burthens  to  bear  as  their  fellow- subjects 
have ;  and  more  so,  if  the  trammels  which 
now  limit  and  impede  our  commerce  were 
removed;  that  is,  if  free-trade  were  in 
reality  established.  I  am  quite  satisfied, 
that  if  the  opinions  of  many  landowners 
against  free-trade  were  acted  upon  to  tbe 
extent  that  tbe  East  Suffolk  Agricultural 
Association  recommend,  our  highly-cul- 
tivated fields  would  be  deserted,  and  tbe 
richest  of  tbe  landed  proprietors  be  reduced 
to  comparative  poverty.  It  is  by  capital, 
acquired  by  the  industry  of  our  manufac- 
turers, and  by  tbe  commerce  of  our  mer- 
chants, more  tban  by  landowners,  that  the 
credit  of  tbe  country  and  its  power  are 
supported ;  and  I  hope  we  shall  hear  no 
more  such  absurd  opinions  as  these  agricul- 
turists have  lately  expressed. 

I  hold  in  my  band  a  statement,  shewing 
the  relief  which  has  been  afforded  by  tbe 
reduction  of  taxation  since  1814,  in  which 
all  classes  of  the  community  have  partici- 
pated. The  average  amount  of  taxation 
and  of  population  has  been  taken  in  four 
periods  since  1814,  and  the  amount  of 
taxes,  estimated  in  gold,  and  in  com,  per 
head  in  each  of  these  periods — 
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Thus,  by  comparing  the  periods,  there 
was  a — 

Decrease  in  the              In  the 
Taxation  in            Taxation  in 
Gold  of                  Corn. 

Between  the  period*—                                     Increase. 
18C0-«4  and  1814-19    .    4'47  per  cent    SO  48  per  ce&C. 

Decrease. 
18C5.C8  and  18C0-24     .    7*6l        »           14-8y       „ 
J»C^3*  and  1823-28     .  IQ.&i        „            «*'45        „ 

18C9-3»  and  1814-19    .  CSBS 
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From  this  statement  it  results  that  there 
has  been,  in  these  twenty-one  years,  a  de- 
crease of  taxation,  per  head,  in  gold,  of 
28 i  per  cent.,  and  in  wheat,  of  22 J  per 
cent. ;  and  tbe  corn-growers  fully  partici- 
pated  in  that  general  reduction  of  taxation. 
Corn  fell  in  price  from  1 8 1 4- 1 9  to  1 820-24 ; 
but  since  that  period  tbe  price  of  com  has 
risen,  whilst  the  price  of  almost  every  Bri- 
tish manufactured  article  has  fallen — giving 
to  the  agriculturists  an  additional  advantage 
of  nearly  60  per  cent,  in  the  purchase  of 
all  their  clothing,  &c. ;  and  it  is  satisfactory 
to  know  that  that  reduction  in  the  price  of 
manufactures  has  taken  place,  by  the  les- 
sened cost  of  production,  and  without  loss 
to  the  manufacturer.  The  agriculturists, 
by  this  change,  can,  as  I  shall  hereafter 
show,  purchase  at  this  time  as  many  British 
manufactured  goods  for  100/.,  as  in  tbe 
years  1820  to  1824  they  could  purchase  for 
l60/.  If  the  price  of  wheat  be  compared 
witb  that  of  foreign  articles,  tbe  different  e 

*  Tlie  average  ])rice  o(  these  jears,  io  'Ih§ 
Gaseite,  was  59s.  8d.,  and  tbe  addition  of  5s,  is  ex- 
plained hereafter. 
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vrill  be  70  or  80  per  cent.,  in  most  of  them, 
in  favour  of  the  landowner.  No  other  por- 
tion  of  the  community  have  profited  so 
largely  by  these  changes  of  price,  as  the 
agnculturists  haye  done ;  and  yet  they  no«7 
come  forward  complaining  of  distress,  and 
claiming  further  special  relief. 

The  importance  attributed  to  the  agricul- 
tural interest;  as  compared  with  other  inter- 
ests in  this  country,  is  really  extravagant ; 
and  its  real  value  should  be  exposedi  and 
placed  before  this  House  and  the  country. 
The  ri^rht  hon.  Baronet,  the  Member  for 
Cumberland,  whom  I  see  in  his  place,  for- 
merly stated  that  the  agricultural  interest 
was  the  foundation  of  all  the  greatness  and 
prospenty  of  this  country; — that  the  Con- 
stitution could  not  be  maintained  without 
that  interest,  and  that  the  country  gentle- 
men could  not  be  supported  if  the  corn-laws 
were  repealed — a  plain  admission  that  the 
monopoly  price  of  corn  must  be  kept  up,  at 
the  expense  of  the  rest  of  the  community, 
to  enable  country  gentlemen  to  live  in 
luxury, — which  is  surely  contrary  to  justice 
and  to  the  principle  laid  down  by  the  noble 
Marquess,  the  Member  for  Buckinghamshire, 
who  demands  relief  to  the  agriculturists 
from  taxation  only  on  an  equality  with  the 
rest  of  the  people.  I  f  the  landed  aristocracy 
cannot  exist  without  the  corn  monopoly, 
then  let  them  fall.  Why  should  the  country 
gentlemen  take  the  earnings  of  the  artisan, 
or  any  other  people's  money,  to  support 
their  rank  and  station  ?  If  that  doctrine  be 
tenable,  the  aristocracy  may  plunder  the 
people,  under  the  guise  of  a  corn  monopoly, 
with  impunity;  whilst  if  the  poor  man 
were  to  plunder  the  rich  in  any  way,  he 
would  be  severely  punished,  and  perhaps 
hanged.  Such  inequality,  sanctioned  by 
law,  ought  no  longer  to  exist. 

An  hon.  Baronet,  then  Member  for  Suf- 
folk, under  the  same  mistake,  once  stated  in 
the  House,  that  if  the  country  gentlemen 
did  not  get  their  rents  the  revenue  could 
not  be  collected.  In  that,  however,  he  was 
soon  undeceived,  for,  in  1816,  although 
the  rents  of  land  were  greatly  reduced,  and 
the  agricultural  interest  much  distressed, 
yet  the  revenue  increased  in  that  year.  I 
do  not  by  any  means  undervalue  the  landed 
interest ;  but  it  is  a  great  error  to  suppose 
that  the  welfare  of  the  country  and  its 
revenue  depend  so  much  upon  the  landed 
proprietors  and  the  amount  of  the  rents  they 
reoeivo.  They  depend  more  upon  other  in- 
terests in  the  country,  than  the  country 
does  on  them ;  and,  though  it  may  hurt 
tbeir  vanity  to  lay  so,  the  country  might, 


to  state  an  extreme  case,  prosper  withoat 
them.  If  hon.  Gentlemen  doubt  this,  let 
them  look  back  to  the  state  of  Venice,  to 
Genoa ;  and,  lately,  to*  the  island  of  Idn, 
in  Greece,  a  barren  rock,  containing  40,000 
inhabitants,  which  did  not  grow  any  com ; 
and  yet  procured,  without  difficulty,  when 
I  was  there,  corn  in  abundance  from  other 
places — the  inhabitants  bemg  supported  by 
commerce.  All  we  want  is  money  or  goods 
to  give  in  exchange  for  com ;  and  it  matters 
not  so  much  as  some  Gentlemen  imagine, 
whether  it  be  with  the  landed  proprietors 
of  England,  or  with  the  landed  proprietors 
across  the  Channel,  that  we  make  the  ex- 
change. Let  landowners  reflect  on  this, 
and  be  more  moderate  in  their  claims ;  and 
not  arrogate  to  themselves  an  importance  so 
superior  to  that  of  the  rest  of  the  com« 
munity. 

By  the  population  returns  of  1831,  the 
proportion  of  the  agricultural,  to  the  other 
classes  in  Great  Britain,  is  twenty-eight 
per  cent. ;  in  Ireland  the  agriculturists  are 
sixty  .three  per  cent.;  the  average  number  of 
agriculturists  in  the  United  Kingdom  being 
about  thirty ^ight  and  half  per  cent,  of 
the  whole  population.  I  would  ask  whe- 
ther it  is  to  these — little  more  than  one* 
third  of  the  people — that  the  interests  of  the 
other  tv/o-lhirds  are  to  be  sacrificed.  If, 
in  numbers,  the  agriculturists  are  so  in- 
ferior, let  us  inquire  whether  they  contri- 
bute more  to  the  revenue  of  the  country 
in  proportion  to  the  other  classes;  and  whe- 
ther, on  that  ground,  they  deserve  special 
exemption?  The  net  revenue  of  the 
United  Kingdom  in  the  year  ending  Janu- 
ary 1836,  was  46,302,125^,  of  which  the 
English  agriculturists,  according  to  their 
numbers,  should  pay  twenty^eight  per 
cent.,  or  11,835,351/.,  and  the  Irish 
agriculturists,  2,716,762/. — ^both  together, 
14,552,113/.  But,  if  the  nature  of  our 
taxation  be  examined,  it  must  be  evident 
that  they  cannot  contribute  in  that  propor- 
tion. 1  have  made  an  estimate  that  they 
contribute  only  9,500,000/.  of  the  puUic 
revenue,  or  5,000,000/.  less  than  their  fair 
numerical  proportion.  The  revenue  of 
Great  Britain  may  be  divided  into  four 
great  branches,  namely,-^ 

The  Customs  &  Excise  contribute  72  per  cent 

of  the  whole  revenue. 
The  Stamps    .......  14     do. 

The  Assessed  and  Land  Taxes    .    9     do. 
The  Post-office 5     do. 

Makiog  the  Total         tOO 
If  the  habits  of  the  agriculturistSi  and  of 
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ibe  «rtiwiis>  and  other  elasiesj  are  consi- 
4er<Q4  io  their  use  of  ezciseaUe  and  otber 
taiK^  eon^fQoditiefs  by  which  the  revenue 
ie  raised^  I  am  fully  warranted  in  stating 
that   the  agriculturists  do  not  pay  more 
tlian  I  have  stated,  or  about  twenty  per 
cent,  instead  of  thirty-eight  per  cent,  of 
the  whole  taxation  of  the  country,  both 
direct  and  indirect.     When  I  see  the  great 
pdanufacturingj  conimercial,  and  shipping 
interests  considered  of  little  importance  by 
pome  hon.  Members,  I  am  induced  to  draw 
the  attention  of  the  House  to  their  magni. 
tude,  and  to  the  difficulties  they  have  had 
to  overcome  in  consequence  of  the  partiality 
of  the  law  towards  the  agriculturists ;  and, 
first,   as  to  the  cotton  trade.     In  1834j 
there  were    imported  S26,875,425lb8.  of 
cotton  wool,  which,  at  the  average  price  of 
8rf.  per  lb.,  cost  10,895,84?/.     There  were 
l,3CiO  spinning   and   weaving   mills,   and 
100,000  power-looms   employed.      There 
were  about  S4,000,000/.  employed— one* 
half  in  fixed,  and  one.half  in  floating  capi- 
taL     The  value  of  the  manufacture  in  that 
year  was  nearly  35,000,000/.  sterling,  of 
which  20,500,000/.  in  value  was  exported, 
and   14,500,000/.   retained  for  home  con- 
sumption ; — the  number  of  persons,  of  all 
classes,  supported  by  the  cotton  manufacture 
being  estimated  at  upwards  of  1,500,000.* 
If  I  suppose  the  agriculturists  to  consume 
one-fourth  of  the  quantity  of  cottons  retained 


*  The  following  details  will  give  a  more 
complete  view  of  this  great  branch  of  our 
national  industrv  in  1834 : — 
1.  Cotton  wool  imported   .  lbs.  326,875,425 
3.  Valae,    at   ^d,  per    lb. 

£10,895,847      .      .      .       average 
3.  Number  of   spinning    and 

weaving  milts      .      .  1,200 

A.  Number  of  spindles  used 

in  spinning  .  10,041,000 

6.  Number  of  power-looms  100,000 

7.  Amount  of  capital  invested 

— namely. 
Of  fixed  capital    .     17,000,000 

Of  floating  capital  .  17,000,000 

Total  capital     ....     £34,000,000 

3.  Wages  paid  to  factory  opera- 
tives ....  6,044,000 
Ditto  hand-loom  weavers  4,375,000 
Ditto  calico-printers  .  .  1,170,000 
Ditto  lace-workers  .  .  1,000,000 
Ditto        makers  of  cotton  ho« 

siery    ....        505,000 
Ditto        bleacbers,      dyers, 
fustian^cu  Iters, 
tools,  &c.    .     4^0,000 


for  home  consumption,  which  is  an  ampla 
allowance,  their  share  would  only  be 
3,500,000/.,  or  ten  per  cent,  out  of  the 
35,000,000/. ;  and  yet  the  landowners,  in 
this  and  other  places,  tell  us  that  the  home, 
market  is  the  best  market  for  the  manufac« 
tures  of  the  country,  and  that  they  would 
shut  out  all  foreign  demand  rather  than 
alter  the  corn-laws.  I  might  with  confi. 
dence  state  similar  results,  as  to  the  home 
and  foreign  trade,  in  the  great  staple  manu- 
factures of  woollen,  linen,  and  iron,  and 
ask  why  the  many  millions  of  capital  and 
of  persons  employed  in  these  and  other 
branches  of  national  industry  should  be 
subjected  to  the  monopoly  of  the  land* 
owners. 

Jn  some  countries  in  Europe  the  large 
proportion  of  the  public  revenue  which  the 
landed  interest  contributes,  might  fairlv 
give  them  a  claim  to  protection  for  their 
produce  from  competition  with  the  pro- 
duce of  other  countries;  but,  in  England, 
the  landed  interest  pays  less  to  the  public 
revenue,  in  proportion  to  their  wealth, 
than  any  other  interes^t ;  and,  therefore, 
has  no  claim  to  special  relief.  In  France, 
M.  Humann,  the  Minister  of  Finance^ 
stated,  on  the  29th  of  April,  )8d3,  that 
the  total  revenue  of  France  for  that  year 
was  1,000,244,000  francs,  of  which  the 
agriculturists  paid  400,000,000,  or  40  per 
cent,  of  the  whole  revenue  ;  and,  in  answer 
to  a  complaint  made  in  the  Chamber  of 
Deputies,  that  the  agricultural  interest 
was  unduly  favoured  by  the  corn-laws, 
**  he  strongly  combated  the  opinion  of  the 
landed  interest  being  unduly  protected, 
maintaining  that  the  direct  taxes  paid  by 


9.  Total  value  of  maouftictured 

cotton  goods  •      .    £34,625,586 

10.  Home  consumption  £14,312,000 
Foreign  ditto  £20,513,000 

11.  Quantity — White  or  plain 

cottons    •     ,     .      yards  283,950,158 
Ditto        Printed  or 

dyed 271,755,651 

Ditto        Twist  and 

yarn      «...        lbs.    76,478,488 


Total  wftgei 


£l7/)94,000 


*■*• 


12.  Number  of  persons  em- 
ployed,—namely, 

Factory  operatives    .     .     .    •  237/)00 

Hand-loom  weavers  •      .      ,    •  250,000 

Calico-printers 45^000 

Lace-makers 159,300 

Makers  of  cotton-liosiery      •      .  d3/)00 
Sleaobers,  fustian^utters,  tool 

and  macbioe*makers,           .  100,008 

Total  BUttber    ,    •    .    .  824,300 
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tbe  landed  proprietors  in  France  amount- 
ed to  400,000,000  franks,  or  one-fourth 
of  their  net  income,  independent  of  their 
proportion  of  indirect  taxes."  In  Belgium, 
the  direct  taxes  were,  in  the  same  year, 
32,500,000  francs,  of  which  21,631,614 
were  taxes  on  land,  amounting  to  one- 
fourth  of  the  whole  public  revenue  of 
83,000,000  francs.  If  the  Duke  of  De- 
Yonshire,  and  other  landed  proprietors, 
were  called  upon  to  pay  one-fourth  of  their 
net  rent  roll,  there  would  then  be  ground 
for  complaint,  and  a  fair  claim  for  pro- 
tection and  relief;  but  I  have  demon- 
strated that  the  landowners  of  England 
are  not  taxed  in  proportion  to  the  land- 
owners in  other  countries  in  Europe. 

I  propose  now  to  prove  that  the  English 
landowners  have  been,  and  are  still,  spe- 
cially exempted  from  many  taxes  which 
other  classes  of  the  community  pay.  In 
1803,  when,  by  the  43d  Geo.  3rd,  c.  161, 
the  house-duty  was  generally  levied,  all 
farm-houses  were  then  exempted;  in  1821, 
when  the  total  number  of  inhabited  houses 
in  London  was  2,429,730,  there  were 
2 1 4,239  farm  houses  then  exempted  from 
house  duty ;  in  1825,  there  were  alto- 
gether 527,649  houses  assessed  to  the 
house-tax,  of  which  355,910  were  rented 
above  10/.  a-year,  and  171,739  below  that 
sum.  The  number  of  farm-houses  in  that 
year  exempted  from  farm-house  duty  was 
136,434— namely,  130,672  in  England, 
3,612  in  Scotland,  and  2,150  in  Wales. 
If  I  estimate  the  average  rental  of  these 
farm-houses  at  15/.  a-year,  and  suppose 
their  number  to  have  remained  the  same 
all  the  time,  the  amount  of  house-tax 
from  1803  to  1834,  on  farm-houses  would 
have  amounted  to  5,000,000/.  sterling  and 
upwards.  When  the  duty  on  tiles  was 
imposed,  drainage  tiles  were  exempted, 
and  the  quantity  used  has  been  immense, 
and  has  nivoured  materially  the  increased 
produce  of  the  land,  which  has  so  gene- 
rally taken  place.  Sales  of  timber  on  the 
1  and,  of  coppice  grounds,  of  farm  produce, 
fttock,  &c.,  have  been  exempted  from  the 
auction-duty,  which  personal  property 
has  paid. 

I  hold  a  statement^  of  the  several  taxes 
which  bore  almost  entirely  on  agriculture^ 
and  which  have  been  reduced  or  alto- 
gether  repealed,  since  1815,   amounting 

*  A  statement  of  taxes  which  bore  chiefly 
on  agricalture,  and  which  have  been  reduced, 
or  altogether  repealed,  since  the  passing  of 
the  corn-law  io  1815,  showing  the  amount  of 

Haf  given  in  each  year  to  the  landed  interesti  I 


very  nearly  to  1 ,000,000/.  a  year ;  and  whick 
in  the  several  years  up  to  this  time  would 
have  amounted  to  13,000^000/.  sterling. 
But  I  must  call  the  particular  attention  ai 

and  the  total  relief  since  1817  to  this  time  :— 
namely. 

Tears.    Amonnt. 

Horses.— Husbandry  horses  used  £ 

by  farmers  at  rents  under  200/. 
per  annum,    repealed  in       1816  150^19 
Mules  under  13  hands  car* 

rying  coals,  ore,  &c.  do.        1,156 

Horses  used  by  farmers,  of 
farms  under  50/.  rent,  and 
gaining  a  livelihood  prin* 
ci  pally  therefrom,  but 
partly  by  trade         .        .  do.     60,461 

Servants — Labourers  in  husban- 
dry .  .  do.       5,835 

Horses — Horses  ridden  by  occu- 
piers of  farms  at  less  than 
200/.  rent  .  .  do.    59,186 

Horses  employed  in  car- 
rying coal  and  wood 
where  not  more  than  four 
are  kept         •  .         .  do.      3,938 

Horses  used  by  bailiffs  .  do.         273 

Mares  kept  for  breeding       1819     3,593 
Husbandry  horses         .  1822470,108 

Horses  drawing  taxed  carts 
exempted  from  lower  rate 
of  duty  thereby  charge- 
able at  a  reduced  rate  of 
duty  on  horses        .         .  do.      5,064 

Servants.  —  Husbandry  servants 
occasionally  employed  as 
domestic  servants     .        .  do.    34,374 

Carriages. — ^Taxed  carts  at  the 

lower  rate  of  duty    .  1823     9,310 

Horses. — All  horses  chargeable 

heretofore  at  3s.  each        .  do.     4^044 

Dogs.— Dogs  kept  nvholly  for 
the  care  of  sheep  by  far- 
mers at  rents  under 
100/.  per  annum  .  1824    6,876 

Horses  drawing  taxed  carts  ex* 
empted  from  higher  rate 
of  duty  thereby  charge- 
able at  a  reduced  rate  of 
duty  on  horses        •         .  do.     11,334 

Houses  and  Windows.— Farm- 
houses occupied  by  la- 
bourers and  savants  re- 
tained for  husbandry  (by 
6  Geo.  4th.  c.  7.  s.  36)    .  do.      6,866 

Servants. — Husbandry  or  trade 
servants  employed  as 
grooms  by  persons  as- 
sessed for  carriages  with 
less  than  four  wheels  do.       5,076 

Carriages.— Taxed  carts  at  the 

higher  rate  of  duty  ,  do.     30,675 

Horses. — Mules  carrying  coal, 

ore,  &c.  1825  71 

Horses  occasionally  let  to 
hire  by  farmers,  ut  rents 

under  200/,  ,       t  do;       5fiZT 
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the  House  to  tbe  legacy  and  probate  duties 
imposed  on  personiu  property  of  all  kinds 
passing  by  descent^  wbilst  landed^  or  real 
property,  bas  been  altogetber  exempt  from 
any  tax;  and  we  cannot  sbow,  in  more 
glaring  colours,  tbe  gross  partiality  of  tbe 
£lw  in  favour  of  tbe  landowners,  and  tbe 
great  injustice,  tberefore,  inflicted  on  tbe 
rest  of  tbe  community.  In  1785,  tbe 
legacy  duties  were  imposed  on  personal 
properly  in  Ireland,  and  no  tax  on  landed 
property.  In  Great  Britain  AJr.  Pitt  im- 
posed the  legacy  and  probate  duties,  com- 
mencing tbe  1st.  of  August,  1797^  on  all 
personu  property,  tbe  rate  of  cbarge  vary  log 
from  one  to  ten  per  cent  on  tbe  capital ; 
and  by  a  Parliamentary  Return  in  my  band^ 
it  appears  tbat  tbe  aggregate  amount  of  the 
tax  in  Great  Britain  was  little  more  than 
1,000,000/.  in  the  first  nine  years,  whilst 
tbe  amount  bas  been  nearly  20,000,000/. 
in  tbe  last  ten  years.  Tbe  amount  of  per- 
sonal property  on  which  the  tax  was  levied 
bas  gradually '  increased  from   1,000,000/. 

Yean.    Amoant. 

Carriages. — Common  stage  carts 

drawn  by  one  horse         1832       8,716 

Servants.  —  Stewards,  bailiiTs, 
overseers,  or  managers 
and  derlu  under  them    1833     10,110 

Windows. — Windows  in  farm- 
houses .  1834    35,000 

Horses. — Husbandry  horses,  oc- 
casionally ridden  by  far- 
mers at  500/.  rent  per 
annum  .  .    do.    10,000 

Ditto,  used  occasionally  for 
other  purposes,  or  let  oc- 
casionally on  hire  .  do.      2,000 
Horses    used    by    bailiffs, 

shepherds,  fcc.  .  do.      2,000 

Dogs. — Shepherds*  dogs  .  do.      3,000 

Fire  Insurance  on  implements 

of  husbandry  and  stock  .  do.    50,000 


£985,824 

Total  amount  of  the  savings  to  the  agricul- 
turists by  these  reductions,  reckoning  from  the 
year  after  they  were  made  to  the  end  of  the 
year  1835. 

la  R«dMML  Period.  Both  iacliHiTC. 

lSl6..£8Bl/to5..  19  Yean,  vie  1817  to  183A  a*£fl,3M,805 

1B19..  3^..  16  "  1880tol&35«        6l|888 

IBM..  470,108..  IS  "  ISC^S to  18S5  =  64I l»404 

aBSS..  5«.79e..l2  "  1834  to  1835  »       633,50* 

IBM..  6,876..  11  "  1825  to  1835 »        75.636 

18S5..  4g/iao.,  10  **  18(26  to  1835  »      406,590 

18S«..  8,710..    3  "  lB33tol835e>        fi6,130 

1833..  10,110..    «  "  1834  to  1835 »        SO,S«0 

USI..  52/)U0..    1  "  1835               »»       152,000 

£lg,9g9,S77 

N.B. — Some  of  these  duties  are  applicable 
to  persons  in  trade,  but  to  a  small  extent  only, 
^the  whole  having  been  repealed  for  the 
relief  of  the  agriculturists, 


in  1797,  the  first  year  up  to  42,000,000/' 
in  tbe  last  year  1835,  and  by  the  same 
returns  tbe  total  amount  of  personal  pro- 
perty taxed  under  that  Bill,  in  SQ\ 
years,  was  about  9^1,000,000/.  at  the 
various  rates  of  one  to  ten  per  cent  on  tbe 
amount  of  property.  The  total  amount  of 
tax  actually  levied  in  Great  Britain  on 
personal  property  by  descent  in  tbe  d9i 
years — 1797  to  1835 — both  inclusive,  was 
nearly  48,000,000/.  sterling  ;  whilst  landed 
property  has  not  paid,  during  tbat  time,  1/. 
of  legacy  or  probate  duty  on  descent.  I 
will  not  hazard  an  opinion  as  to  the  value 
of  landed  property  which  has  been  inherited, 
by  descent  in  these  39j  years,  to  compare  it 
with  the  amount  of  personal  property  that 
has  been  taxed.  Tbe  landed  property  of 
the  Duke  of  Sutherland,  of  250,000/.  a 
year,  did  not  pay  Is. ;  and  we  have  daily 
proof  of  succession  to  immense  landed 
estates,  without  their  contributing  \d,  to« 
wards  the  expenses  of  the  Grovemment. 
Perhaps  the  greater  part  of  tbe  landed  pro- 
perty of  tbe  country  bas  passed  by  descent 
in  tbat  time.  Is  tbat  equal  justice? 
Should  such  a  system  of  unequal  taxation  be 
allowed  to  continue?  If  we  add  tbe 
49,000, 000/.  of  probate  duties  raised  on 
personal  property,  to  tbe  13,000,000/.  of 
taxes  from  which  land  bas  been  exempted, 
we  have  nearly  62,000,000/.  of  taxation, 
from  which  the  land  bas  been  exempted  in 
39|  years.*  There  were  also  tbe  5,00p,000/, 

*  Abstract  of  the  Amount  of  Legacy  and 
Probate  Duties  receiTed  in  Great  Britain,  from 
1st  August,  1797»  to  5th  January,  1835 — 
39^  years. 

Enibiid  U  Wales.  Scotland.    Gnat  Britais. 

Aag.l7g7*tol805    ..  £   970^8  £    36.599  £   l,OS7,44« 

Jan.  1806*  to  1814  .  .     6.948,908  S09,7'19       7fl58.65« 

Jan.  1815*  to  1823   .  .    \i;M\^Mi  633.950       13.958,4^)3 

Jan.  lK24t  to  laU   .  .    20.432.891  1,180.060      Sl3i2>9Sl 

Jan.  1834  to  1836    .  .      3,864,768  206,188         4/)rO,960 

Total  in  39}  yean    £>5.541.9I4  £8,966,543  £47.aOB<460 
Parliamentary  Papers,  804  of  1883.        t  Ibid.  101  of  1834 

In  Ireland  the  legacy  duties  werje  imposed  in 
1785,  but  it  is  stated  that  no  separate  accounts 
were  kept  until  1815,  and  the  amount  was 
small. 

From  9th  of  May,  1815,  to  5th 

of  January,  1823,  theamo«nt 

of  legacy  and  probate  duties, 

in  Ireland,  was  £315,719 

And  from  5th  of  January,  1823, 

to  5th  of  January,  1834  689,537 

Total  in  18  years       £1,005,246 
Ditto  in  2  years  128,134 

Ditto  in  20  years  (to  1836)  £1,133,380 

And  comparing  this  amount  of  duty  with  a 
similar  amount  paid   in  Great  Britaini  the 
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of  liou9a4ax,  from  which  ikrm-bouaei 
were  exempted  in  thirty-^me  yean;  also 
the  duty  on  dnonage-tiles ;  on  auctionsi  on 


■•^— •*■ 


capital,  on  which  these  duties  were  charged, 
must  have  been  between  25  and  30  roiUions 
sterling. 
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fann-Btockj  &c«^  to  a  ocmiiJaraMe  amomit 
exempted  from  any  tax*  But  theaa  ao« 
counts  are  small,  when  we  look  at  the  euma 
levied  for  the  landed  interest,  by  the  mo** 
nopoly  of  food. 

If  the  agricultural  interest  be  in  distress, 
I  have  clearly  proved,  that  it  cannot  arise 


Total  oftbeCapiUl  paid  upoD,  and  the  Amount  I  f^Qj  their  paying  mow  taxes  than  other 
of  each  Rate  of  Duty  m  Great  Britain,  in    ^  ^^  j  ^m 


VI  ««.u  uai.c  «.  .^uij  Ml  ■>'.»».  — ...».M,  ...   eiagggg  pay:  ana  i  wui  now  snow, 
the  37*  yeirs,  from  1797  to  1833,  both  in-    ^^^^  .,»'yjjig  ^^^  ^^  complaint  in 

"n  7«"^»?'     .        £43.S794,5«5  g«f  »«  *•  price,  of  the  produce  of 


a 

V 

20,716,610 

21 

ff 

69,613,083 

3 

n 

216,480,913 

4 

9> 

12,322,786 

5 

f» 

33,651,661 

6 

>» 

14,365,388 

8 

» 

11,521,650 

10 

» 

96,439,339 

£910,905,995 

Total  amount  of  Capital  taxed,  and  amount  of 
Tax,  in  the  United  Kingdom,  to  1836  :-- 

Capital.  Duly. 

£•  £* 

Great  Britain  ..,.910,905,995  47,808,466 

Ireland 30,000,000  1,133,380 


United  Kingdom  £940,905,995     £48,941,846 


now  show,  that 
re- 
tha 
land,  which  have  been  relatively  high  for  tha 
last  twenty  years,  I  have  prepared  a  states 
mentof  the  average  prices  of  wheat,  barley, 
oats,  and  beans,  as  published  in  The  Jjmn 
den   Gazette :  and  in   Smitbfield  of  beef 
and  mutton  in  each  year,  from  1820  to 
1834.*     My  authority  for  these  statements 
is  the  Statistical  Tables  published  with  the 
sanction    of   Government.     The    average 
prices  of  wheat  in  the  five  years  1880-1804 
was  55»»  5d,  per  quarter,  and  the  price  of 
beef  and  mutton  was  3#.  3d,  per  stone.  The 
price  of  wheat  in  the  next  four  years  18f  5- 
1828  was  6s,  2d.,  or  a  rise  of  8f  per  cent, 
and  the  price  of  beef  and  mutton  from 
4f .  Sd,  to  ^,  Id,  per  stone. 


Average  prices  of  grain,  from  1820  to  1834  inplusive,  as  published  in  TAe  Lirndtm  GoMdte, 
and  the  prices  of  beef  and  mutton  in  Smithfield  Market  during  the  same  period*  with 
the  average  prices  of  three  periods. 


4 

• 

WheaL 

Barley. 

Oats. 

Beans. 

Beef— Mutton,  ia 
Sfliithfield. 

i 

1820 
18S1 
I82t 
1823 
1824 

per  qr. 

t,     d> 

65     10 
54      5 
43      3 
51       9 
62      0 

per  qr. 

«.     d, 

S3     10 
26      0 

21  n 

31      7 
36      5 

per  qr. 

s.      d. 
24      9 
19      6 
18       2 
22     11 
24     10 

per  qr. 

t,      d. 
43      4 

30     11 
24      6 
33      1 
40       1 

Jan. 

1.  d» 
4    0 
3    8 
2    6 
2    9 
8    6 

Aug.- 

u  d. 

4  0 

3  2 
2    5 

5  9 

4  0 

-Jan.^- 
»r  stone 
«.  d» 
3  10 
3    6- 
2    8 

2  8 

3  5 

3    3 

Aug. 

• 

f.  d» 
4    8 
2    9 

2  2 

3  1 

4  0 

Average  of  five     } 
Years.              { 

55      6 

29  n 

40      1 
34      5 
36      6 
32     10 

22      0 

34      4 

3    3 

3    3 

3    4 

1825 
1826 
1827 
1828 

66      6 
56    11 
56      9 
60      5 

25  8 

26  9 

27  4 
22      6 

42     10 
44      3 
47      7 
38      4 

4    7 
4    9 
4    7 
4    4 

4   a 

4    2 

4    8 
3  10 

5    3 
4    8| 

3  10 
3  10 

4  a 

3  8 

4  91 
4    Q 

Average  of  four     f 
Years.             f 

60      2 

35     11 

25      7 

43      S 

4    7 

4    4 

4    5 

4    3 

1829 
1830 
1831 
1832 
1833 
1834 

66      3 
64      3 

66      4 
58      8 
53    11 

46      2 

32  6 
S3      7 
38      0 

33  1 
27       6 
29      0 

22      9 

24  5 

25  4 
20      5 
18      5 
20    11 

36      8 
36      1 
39    10 
35      4 
33       2 
35      3 

4    1 

4    1 
4    0 
3    2 
3     9 
3     2 

4    4 

3  9 

4  0 
3    2 

3    9 

3     2 

4    8 
4    3 
4    3 

4    6 
4  10 
4    5 

4    4 
4    3 
4    2 

8  10 
3    7 
3    6 

1 

1        Average  of  six     1 

59      1 

33       1 

22      0 

S6       C 

4    1 

3    8 

4    6 

3  11 
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•feone.  r&  tbe  next  six  years,  1829-^4, 
tbe  price  of  wheat  was  64#«  id.,  or  a  rise 
of  six  and  a-half  per  cent,  as  compared  with 
18S5*28;  and  be^  and  mutton,  from 
3s.  StL  to  4ts.  6d.  per  stone.  In  IS8S,  the 
price  of  wheat  was  low ;  but  the  prices  of 
other  grain,  of  cattle,  (^  wool,  &c.,  were 
high.  If  the  average  price  of  1835  be  in- 
cluded with  the  six  preceding  years,  the 
average  of  the  seven  years  will  be  by  The 
Gazette  56s,  3d.,  but  in  reality  6 Is.  Sd.,  as 
compared  with  the  five  years,  1820-24.  If 
the  average  prices  of  the  first  period  of 
five  years  of  liJ20-24,  be  compared  with  the 
last  period  of  six  years,  1829-34,  there  has 
been  a  rise  of  fifteen  per  cent  in  prices  since 
1820-24.  The  average  of  the  six  years. 
]829-84,wa859s.lJ.b7  TheGazeite;  and  I 
will  explain  why  I  have  entered  it  at  64^.  Id. 
Mr.  Page,  in  his  evidence  before  the  Sale  of 
Com  Committ.ee,  stated,  that  the  reduction 
in  the  average  price  of  wheat,  by  the  altera- 
tion in  the  mode  of  taking  the  averages  in 
1828,  was,  at  the  least,  5s,  per  quarter; 
and  I  have,  therefore,  added  5s,  per  quarter 
to  5Qs.  1  d.y  to  make  the  actufd  price  of 
6*4^.  Id. — a  fair  comparison  can  thus  be 
made  of  the  prices  at  those  two  periods. 
It  is  necessary  to  explain  how  the  averages 
have  been  altered,  by  which  the  import 
duty  on  foreign  com  is  regulated,  so  as  to 
give  in  The  Gazelle  a  lower  average  price 
since  1828  than  before.  By  dlst  Geo.  3rd 
c.  SO,  the  average  prices  of  com  were  stmck 
by  the  proper  officers,  from  returns  sent 
from  the  twelve  maritime  districts  in  Eng- 
land, and  the  four  districts  in  Scotland. 
Irish  com  was  then  excluded  from  the  Re- 
turns, and  continued  to  be  excluded  from 
the  averages,  until  the  Act  of  1827»  when, 
by  7  and  8  Geo.  4th,  c.  58,  all  com,  the 
produce  of  the  United  Kingdom,  was  in- 
cluded in  the  averages.  From  that  year 
a  large  quantity  of  Irish  com  (which  b 
generally  from  10  to  15  per  cent  lower  in 
price  than  English  corn)  has  been  included. 
Moreover,  the  Returns  have,  since  1827» 
been  made  from  one  hundred  and  fif^y 
places,  instead  of  the  twelve  maritime  dis. 
tricts  in  Ensdand,  and  the  four  in  Scotland, 
as  before.  The  quantities  returned  as  sold 
were,  from  that  time,  greatly  increased,  and 
the  averages  lowered,  oy  which  the  rates  of 
duty  on  Ksreign  com  have  been  increased. 
By  the  Report  on  the  Table,  it  appears 
that,  in  the  three  years,  1825-27^  the 
average  yearly  quantity  sold,  by  which  the 
•veragee    were    struck,    was    1,976,263 


quarters.^  In  the  three  years,  1 829-31, 
the  quantity  was  2,838,620  quarters.  In 
the  three  years,  1832-34,  there  were 
3,818,298  quarters;  and  in  1835,  there 
were  3,927>620  quarters  reported.  I  deem 
it  important  that  these  changes,  which  give 
an  advantage  of  at  least  5s.  a  quarter  on 
the  monopoly  price  to  the  corn-growers, 
should  be  well  understood  by  the  House. 

To  ascertain,  with  any  degree  of  accu- 
racy, the  advantage  in  prices  to  iiie  landed 
interest  by  the  ComUaws,  we  must  ascer- 
tain what  the  prices  have  been  in  France, 
and  other  adjacent  countries,  for  the  last 
fifteen  or  twenty  years,  and  compare  them 
with  the  prices  in  England.  There  are 
three  averages  of  wheat  taken  in  France 
under  the  Cora-laws  there,  and  the  prices 
are  very  different  in  each  district;  but  they 
are  taken  from  thirty-six  places  only,  all 
large  towns,  and  the  averages  must  be  of 
the  best  kinds  of  grain.  It  must  also  be 
observed  thai  the  quality  of  grain  in  France 
is  about  fifteen  lo  twenty  per  cent  inferior 
to  that  of  the  grain  of  England ;  and  al- 
lowance should,  therefore,  be  made,  accord- 
ingly, in  any  comparison  of  the  prices  of 
com.  France  is  also  injured  by  her  Corn- 
laws  ;  for  though  contiguous  to  the  cheap 
corn  countries  of  Italy,  she  cannot  import  ' 
from  them  until  the  prices  exceed  those 
fixed  by  her  Corn-laws,  hence  the  great 
difference  and  inequality  of  price  of  com  in 
different  parts  of  France,  scarcely  intelli- 
gible to  those  who  are  ignorant  of  the 
working  of  the  Cora-laws.  I  have  pre* 
pared  a  statement  of  the  prices  of  wheat 
in  France  for  the  last  fifteen  years,  com- 
pared with  the  prices  in  England  for  the 
same  period,  which  will  shew  the  great 
difference  and  variety  of  price  that  has  ex- 
isted. 

*  Total  quantity  of  wheat  returned,  on  which 
the  averages  were  struck.  (See  First  Report 
on  Agricultural  Distress,  Appendix  4.) 

Qrs. 

1825  .  .  .     2,020,472 

1826  .  .  .     1,886,737 

1827  •  .  •     2,026,580 

Average,  1,976,263  qrs.  from  12  districts. 
j\  828  Year  of  new  Corn-laws. 

1829  .  .         .     2,573,376 

1830  .         .         .     3,140,997 

1831  .         .         .    2,801,487 

Average,  2^389620  qrs.  from  150  places. 

1832  .         .  .     3,295^62 

1833  .  .  .     3,600^321 

1834  .  •    3,758^910 

Average,  dj818|298  qrs. 

1835  •        •        .    3^927,020 
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Average  of  fifteen  years,  58*.  3d,  in 
England.  Increase  per  cent,  from  the  first 
period  to  the  last,  in  England  15.64  per 
cent.  Average  of  the  fifteen  years  in 
France  18/1  9c.,  or  41*.  6d.,  or  forty  per 
cent  higher  in  England  than  in  France. 
Rise  of  price  from  first  period  to  last  21.05 
per  cent  in  France. 

The  price  of  wheat  at  this  time  in  Paris 
is  36s.  Bd. ;  at  Bourdeaux  45*. ;  at  Orleans 
32*.  lOrf.;  at  Verdun  23s.  to  25*.  The 
price  of  flour  in  London  is  48*.  per  sack 
of  280lbs.,  and  in  Paris  only  28*.  3d, ; 
therefore  flour  is  69|^  per  cent,  dearer  in 
London  than  in  Paris.  I  have  also  pre- 
pared a  statement  of  the  prices  of  wheat 
on  the  6th  of  this  month  (April)  at  four 
ports  on  the  Continent,  converted  into  the 
price  per  English  quarter,  to  show  the 
difference  of  the  same  grain  in  those  ports 
and  in  London  at  this  time. 
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Places. 


Price. 


At  Hamburgh 
Ditto  .  .  . 
Antwerp  .  . 
Amsterdam 
Stettin  .  .  . 
Mean  i^rice  ) 
at  these  4> 
places.     .  S 


Qnantity. 


86iixdol. 
78  rix  dol. 
8|  florins. 
175  florins. 
34  dollars. 


per  last. 

per  do. 

per  hecta* 

per  last. 

wispl. 


Price 

per 
Engliiih 
Quarter. 


«.  d, 

27  9 
25  2 
34  4 

28  3 
23  2 


Quality. 


28'  1 


White  Wheat. 
Red  Wheat. 

Ist  Red. 
Ist  Zealand. 
1st  quality. 


Mean 

Price  per 

Quarter 

in 
London. 


per  Cent 
dearer 

in 
London. 


1st  quality. 


9. 

1" 

54 

57 
54 


d. 

0 

0 
0 
0 


57    0 


1151 
33) 


With  the  Import 
Duty  on  Foreign 
Com  at  4£«.  8tf. 
per  Quarter,  equal 
fo  the  foUowinf 
Ratff  percent,  on 
prime  co»t. 


£    s.    d. 
161    0    2 


101 
133 


103 


124  5 
151  0 
184    4 


5 

8 
0 


151  18    7 


By  the  Returns  on  the  Table  of  the  House*, 
it  appears  that  in  the  ten  years,  1822—31, 
both  inclusive,  the  average  price  of  wheat 
in  Amsterdam  was  3\s.  4d.  per  quarter; 
the  average  of  all  Holland  was  29;.  in  the 
same  period.  In  Bourdeaux,  in  the  same 
ten  years,  the  average  price  of  wheat  was 
43f.  2d,f  whilst  in  England  and  Wales,  in 
the  same  period,  the  average  was  59s,  5d., 
—so  that  the  price  of  wheat  was  37|  per 
cent,  dearer  in  London  than  in  Bourdeaux ; 
97^  per  cent,  higher  in  London  than  in 
Amsterdam,  and  104|  per  cent,  higher  in 
London  than  on  the  average  of  all  Holland. 
The  duty,  at  this  time,  on  wheat  is  42^.  6d, 
per  quarter;  and  whether  we  compare  the 
prices  of  wheat  in  England  with  the  prices 
in  France,  Holland ,  or  the  north  of  Eur  pe, 
it  is  quite  evident  that  our  Corn-Laws,  by 
•  Statistical  Tabids,  part  3,  page  576. 


1 


prohibiting  importation,  except  with  a 
very  high  duty,  give  a  monopoly  to  our 
landed  interest  of  from  12,000,000/.  to 
15,000,000/,  sterling  yearly.  Some  cal- 
culations go  much  higher ;  but  the  ad- 
vantage of  300,000,000/.  in  favour  of  that 
interest,  and  at  the  expense  of  the  rest  of 
the  community,  in  the  last  twenty-one 
years,  is  an  allegation  which  calls  for  the 
early  and  serious  attention  of  a  manufac- 
turing and  commercial  country. 

Besides  the  heavy  duty  on  grain  of  all 
kinds,  there  are  ninety  articles  chargeable 
with  duties  on  importation  for  the  protec* 
tion  of  similar  articles,  the  produce  of  the 
land  in  the  United  Kingdom,  which  give 
on  all  these  a  monopoly-price  to  the  land- 
owner against  the  consumers.  The  fol- 
lowing is  a  list  of  some  of  tho  principal 
articles  taxed  ;— - 
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Rate 

Per 
Centage 

ABTICIiSS. 

Quantity. 

Price. 

of 

of 

Duty. 

Duty  on 
Price. 

per 

». 

d. 

s,    d. 

per  cen. 

Apples 

Bushel 

4 

0 

4     0 

100 

Beef .       • 

cvt. 

40 

0 

J2    0 

30 

oHVt  •          .          • 

32  Galloni* 

37 

4 

53     0 

140 

Batter      ' .       . 

Cwt, 

81 

0 

20     0 

24 

Candles  (tallow) 

Ditto 

56 

0 

63     4 

111 

Cbee«e 

Ditto 

65 

4 

10    6 

16 

Eggs 

ICO 

6 

0 

0  10 

14 

Hams        .        • 

Cwt. 

65 

4 

28     0 

43 

Hsy  . 

Hides 

Load 

80 

0 

a*    0 

SO 

Cwt. 

56 

0 

4     8 

8 

Leather 

ad  valorem 

• 

• 

30/. 

30 

Pork . 

Cwt. 

.54 

0 

12     0 

2S 

7  allow 

Ditto. 

42 

0 

3     2 

7 

Oils  (Rape  and; 
Linseed). 

Ton 

42/. 

40/. 

95 

Bacon 

Cwt. 

44 

0 

S8    0 

65 

Spirits  distilled  ; 
from  corn     .  S 

• 

Gallon 

3 

0 

22    6 

750 

Besides  these  articles,  which  may  be  ad- 
mitted on  paying  heavy  duties,  there  are 
other  articles  of  general  consumption,  and 
of  the  first  necessity, — namely,  great  cattle, 
beef,  fresh  or  slightly  salted,  mutton,  lamb, 
swine,  and  malt,  which  are  altogether  pro- 
hibited from  importation.  There  are  no 
Returns  of  the  amount  of  consumption  of 
these  articles  in  Great  Britain ;  and,  there- 
fore, no  correct  estimate  can  be  formed  of 
the  additional  tax  paid,  in  the  form  of 
increased  price,  by  the  community  in  con- 
sequence of  the  complete  monopoly  which 
is  thus  by  law  established :  but  the  aggre- 
gate charge  upon  the  nation,  by  all  these 
exemptions  and  monopolies  in  favour  of  the 
landed  interest,  must  soon  demand  the 
serious  attention  of  this  House,  if  they  are 
to  represent  the  wants  and  to  take  care  of 
the  interests  of  the  nation. 

Sir  John  Tyrrell:  Is  this  the  French  or 
the  English  Budget.^ 

Mr.  Hume:  Only  part  of  the  English. 
I  have  proved  how  the  prices  of  every  ar- 
ticle, the  produce  of  the  land,  have  been 
kept  up  in  favour  of  the  landowners  and  1 
shall  now  show  the  extent  to  which  the 
prices  of  almost  every  article  of  British 
manufacture,  and  of  foreign  and  colonial 
produce,  have  fallen  in  the  same  period.  If 
we  divide  the  fifteen  years  into  three  pe- 
riods, it  will  be  found  that,  on  the  average 


of  the  five  yean,  1820*24,  the  price  of 
white  cotton  dotli  per  yaid  was  9^.;  in 
the  next  period  of  four  years,  1825-28, 
lid, ;  and  in  the  last  period  of  six  years, 
1829-34,  the  price  had  fallen  to  5  id. ;  so 
that  the  prices  of  white  or  plain  cotton  ex- 
ported from  the  United  Kingdom  had 
fallen  35^  per  cent,  in  the  whole  period 
from  1820-24,  to  1829-34.  and  in  that  pe- 
riod the  price  of  English  wheat  had  ad- 
vanced 15^  per  cent. 
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The  prices  of  Glasgow  fabrics  of  book 
and  Jaconot  muslins>  and  of  checks,  ex. 
hibit,  in  the  same  years,  a  fall  of  18  to  34 
per  cent  ;*  and  I  am  informed,  by  an  intel- 
ligent manufacturer  in  Glasgow,  that  the 
reduction  in  the  price  of  cotton  fabrics 
generally  has  been  more  than  45  per  cent 
since  1820.  In  cotton  twist  the  reduction 
has  been  from  2«.  Id.  per  lb.  on  the  aver, 
age  of  the  years  1825-28,  to  Is.  3d.  in  the 
period  1829-34,  when  estimated  on  the 
aggregate  quantity  exported  and  the  de- 
clared value  thereof. 


In  the 
Years. 

1820-24 
1825-28 
1829-34 


Official 
Valae  or 
Quantity. 

132.138,558/. 

170,215,790 

412,679,812 


Declared 
Value- 

13.591,926/. 

13,839,050 

26.723,532 


Yearly  ' 
Average 
Quantity 
Exported. 
26,427,712  lbs. 

Average 
per  lb. 

2l.  }-Ud. 

42.553,950 

1     7-44 

68,779,969 

1     3-54 

Fail  per 

cent,  one 

period  wKh 

anotlier. 

22.67  per  ct. 

•  • 

20.6    per  et. 


18SS.... 
18C4.... 
18<S.... 
IMo.  >  ■  • 
18f8«  a • • 

uao,,.. 


Book  Mnaiins, 
per  Yard 

lOd. 
9i 

81 
10 


n 


JaconotMttslinii 
per  Yard. 

13d. 
18 
11 
IS 

9 
10 

71 


Heavy  Stripes 
and  Cbecica, 
per  Yard. 
lOfd. 
10 


1B«I*  ••  •• 
18S«.... 
1BS6.... 


A  fall  in  prices  in  sixteen  years,  of  25  per 
cent,  on  book  muslins ;  ditto  of  34  3-5 ths  per 
cent,  on  jaconot  muslins ;  ditto  of  18  Mtht 
per  cent  on  heavy  stripes  and  check*. 
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86  tbiit  the  faTl  in  price  frotki  the  period 
1820-24  to  1829*34,  was  $9  per  cent  neariy. 

The  reduction  in  printed  and  djed 
cottons  has  been  equally  large.  In  the 
linen  trade  the  reduction  since  1820  has 
been  from  17  to  20  per  cent ;  in  canvas  and 
other  branches  to  a  greater  extent.  By  a 
statement  in  my  hand,  the  selling  price  of 
canvas  at  Leeds  has  declined  since  1813  up. 
wards  of  40  per  cent,  whilst  the  wages  have 
fallen  only  64  per  cent.  The  price  of  the 
raw  materia]  fell  from  84/.  in  1 813  to  24/.  in 
1833,  being  a  reduction  of  7l|  per  cent.* 

The  price  of  hardware  of  every  Icind  has 
been  reduced  in  a  still  greater  degree.  I 
hold  in  my  hand  a  statementf  of  the  whole- 


•  statement  of  the  price  of  No.  37  CtaarBs,  and  the  wages 
ofwearingapieoeoftheiame,  36  indies  wide,  16  threads  of 
WBipi  17  of  weft»  per  inch. 

A  piece  of  Wafu  of 

Canvas,  No.  37.    Weaving. 


1813 
1814 
1815 
1816 
1817 

isia 

1819 
1820 
1821 
1822 
1823 
1824 
1825 
1826 
1827 
1828 
1829 
1830 
1831 
1839 
1833 
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•  •  •  • 


•  •  •  • 


Higa  Hemp 
per  Ton, 

f.  d,  t.  a.  ^ 

30  0  2  8  84 

30  0            2     8  60 

28  0            2  10  53 

22  0            2  8  43 

20  6            2  6  41 

21  3  2  8  49 
83  0  2  8  47 

23  0  2  8  49 
SO  6  2  8  40 
^0  0  2  8  41 
21  0  9  8  41 
19  0  2  6  38 
19  3  2  7  42 

18  0  2  6  37 
16  6  2  6  37 

15  0  2  6  38 

16  0  2  6  .40 

17  0  2  6  40 

19  0  2  6  38 

18  6  2  6  35 
18  0  2  6  24 
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sale  prices  of  some  of  the  most  useful 
articles  for  farm  and  domestic  purposes,  sueh 
as  curry-combs,  candlesticks^  fryinmins,' 
spoons,  &c.,  showing  a  fall  in  the  pnces  of 
those  articles  since  1818,  of  30  to  70  per 
cent.,  which  must  have  benefitted  the 
agriculturists  greatly,  as  well  as  other 
classes. 

I  have  a  return,  to  show  that  coals  have 
declined  from  30  to  40  per  cent;  lime  18 
to  SO  per  cent ;  and,  in  short,  every  article 
of  home  produce,  except  agricultural  pro- 
duce, has  decreased  greatly  in  price. 

Of  foreign  and  colonial  produee,  the 
prices  have  fallen  to  a  greater  extent  than 
home  produce.  Cotton-wool  has  faQen 
since  1814-19,  from  60  to  67  percent;* 
coffee,  sugar,  and  rice,  from  28  to  64  per 
cent.  East  India  produce  from  20  to  70 
per  cent.t  Wines  have  fallen  from  5  to  25 
per  cent. 

If  we  compare  the  price  of  wheat,  and 
the  official  and  declared  values  of  British 
manufactured  goods,  in  the  five  year^— 
1820  to  1824,  when  wheat  was  55^.  5d. 
per  quarter,^  with  the  official  and  declared 
values  of  British  manufactures  in  the  period 
1829-34,  when  wheat  was  64f.  Id.,  we 
shall  find  that  wheat  has  risen  in  price  I5| 
per  cent.,  whilst  British  manufactures  have 
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ftlkn  SOU  per  cent.*  A  rise  of  15^  per 
eent«  in  whcafc  and  a  fall  of  30(  per  cent, 
in  manufactures  ig  equivalent  to  a  rise  of  66 
per  cent  in  wheat,  (manufactures  remaining 
Btatiooary),  or  to  a  fall  in  manufactures  of 
S9  per  cent,  (wheat  remaining  stationary). 
The  corn-growers  can,  therefore,  command 
the  same  quantity  of  British  manufactures 
with  6]  bushels  of  wheat,  that  they  could 
in  the  years  ]  820-24  have  purchased  with 
100  bushels.  Under  these  circumstances 
therefore,  the  agriculturists  ought  now  to 
be  in  a  situation,  with  respect  to  the  prices 
of  food  and  manufactures,  66  pex  cent  better 
than  in  1820-24. 
Money  has  ako  become  cheaper,  and  the 


land-own«B  have  had  the  full  benefit  of 
that  reduction  in  the  interest  of  their  mort* 
gaceSj  and  in  their  farm  capital.  Tlie 
public,  by  the  reduction  of  the  5  to  8|  per 
cent.,  hare  been  benefitted,  whilst  the 
fundhalders  hare  lost  nearly  one-third  of 
their  income  ;  and  yet  we  hare  an  outcry 
from  the  landed  gentlemen,  that  the  fund, 
holders  have  not  suflfered  any  reduction  in 
their  incomes  since  the  reduction  of  cash 
payments.  In  Exchequer-bills,  the  public 
paid,  in  1816,  at  the  rate  of  S\d»  per  day 
for  iOO/1,  or  5L  6$,  S^t.  per  cent. ;  and  the 
interest  is  now  only  \\i.  per  day>  or 
2/.  5f.  Id,  per  cent,  being  less  than  one* 
half  what  it  was  twenty  years  ago.t 


f  Abstract  of 
ill  the  four 


Average  Pricf^s  of  Articles  Imported  and  sold  by  the  East  India  Companv 
foUowiog^  periods ;  showing  the  Decrease  in  the  Price  from  the  first  Period. 


AarioLBs. 


CinnsDioii  ••■■ 

Cloves    ••••■• 

Cassia.  •••••.. 

Indigo*....... 

Ue  Dye    .... 

Camphor    .... 

Pepper,  bUck 

Saltpetre    .... 

RicC)  Bengal 

(law  Silk     I 
of  Bengal  \ 


1814  to  I8I9. 

Average 

Prices. 


114. 4d:  per  lb. 

31. 8<f.     „ 

ISL  percwt. 
6#.  gdL  per  lb. 
4t.  4A     „ 

ISI.  par  cwt. 

lOcC  per  lb. 

S69.  per  cwt. 

181. 


»f 


^^»,Ad.  per  lb. 


1680  to  1824. 

Average 

Prices. 


6#.  Sd,  per  lb. 

s#.      „ 

rf .  lo#.  per  cwt. 

7«-  Sii.  par  Ik 

is-      „ 

9/.  10#.  per  cwt. 

8dL  per  lb. 

fi6#.  per  cwt. 

18x. 


It 


1««.  3dL  per  lb. 


1825  to  1829. 

Average 

Prices. 


5ff.  Id.  per  lb. 
W.  Trf.     „ 
0/.  p«r  cwt. 

7#.  per  lb. 

2s.  Id,    ,y 

U,  per  cwt. 

4|^.  per  lb. 

M«.  perewt. 

I6s. 


H 


16s,  per  lb. 


1830  to  1839. 

Average 

Prices. 


.  0f .  tflT.  per  lb. 

Ir.  Id,     „ 
31. 15s.  per  cwt< 

te.grfLparlbb 

If.  0d.         ,y 

5{.10«.  percwt. 

S^.  per  lb. 
33«.  Gd.  par  cwt. 

lU.  M.    ,t 

14«.  par  lb. 


Decraaie  per 

Cent  between 

the  first  Period 

and  the  last. 


40  par  e^nt. 
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*  Statement  shewing  the  official  and  declared  valaeii  of  British  manD* 
factures  exported  from  1820  to  1834  inclusive,  in  periods  of  years. 


Tears. 


1820-1824 
18?5-1H28 
1829-1834 


Ooaatity,  or 

official  value 

of  exports. 


21fif00S^25 
193,148,490 
380^885,429 


Declared 
valne  of 
exports. 


£ 

i83,go7,'^94 

14M1 1*144 

229,006,860 


Proportion  of 

official  valne 

to  declared  do. 


Fall   p«r 
cent  of 
nMnn- 
factares 


at  £1  :  £0.85I  \ 
I  :  0.748  J 
1:    0.999 


•12.10 
>20.S8 


Fall  of  manofaetares,  and  rise  of  wheat  per  cent  com- 
paring the  last  period  1829-34,  with  the  first  period 
1820-24 30w43 


Price 

of 
Wheat. 


Price 

per 

cent  of 

Wheat 


53*.  5<f,>      .  , 

64.1  —6.65 


166; 


t  Interest  on  Exchequer-bills. 
From  April  29, 1812,  to  February 

29,  18l6y  interest  Z\d.  per  day 

for  100/.,  or 
From  Mar.  11,  1816,  to  Nov.  21, 

1810,  interest  3}^  per  day  for 

100/.,  for 
From  Not.  22,  1816,  to  Feb.  24, 

1817,  interest  Zd.  per  day  for 

100/.,  or 
From  Feb.  24,  1817,  to  Oct.  7, 

1817,  interest  2\d.  per  day  for 

100/.,  or 


Pnr  CenL 

£.    $,    d. 


5    6    5} 


4  18  10] 


4  11     3 


3  16  0} 


From  Dec.  17,  1817,  to  June  14, 

1824,  interest  9d,  per  day  for 
100/.,  or 

From  June  15,  1824,  to  Dec.  20, 

1825,  interest  \id,  per  day  for 
100/.,  or 

From  Dec.  20,  1825,  to  Sep.  30, 

1829,  intere9t  l|(f.  per  day  for 

100/.,  or 
From   Sep.  30,  1829,  to  1835, 

interest  lid.  per  day  for  100/., 

or 
Tlie  fall  in  the  value  of  money  from 

1816  to  1835=60.93  per  cent. 


£•  «.    d, 

3  0  10 

7  5  71 

2  13  2f 

%  6  71 
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There  U  only  one  other  branch  of  in- 
dastry  which  I  will  bring  liefore  the  House 
•~one  of  the  highest  importance  to  the 
country,  and  which  has  suffered  by  the 
Corn-law  monopoly  as  much  as,  if  not  more, 
than  any  interest — I  mean  the  shipping 
interest ;  and  I  regret  to  have  witnessed  the 
shipowners  so  often  amongst  the  most 
strenuous  opposers  of  the  repeal  or  modifi- 
cation of  these  laws.  The  British  com- 
mercial shipping  interest,  though  subjected 
to  the  high  price  of  food  and  of  higher 
wages  (the  necessary  consequence  of  high- 
priced  food),  have  to  compete  with  the 
shipping  of  the  rest  of  the  world ;  and  their 
situation  in  that  respect  has  not  been  con- 
sidered with  that  favour  and  attention  which 
their  importance  demands.  It  is  worth 
observing  that,  although  the  mercantile  navy 
of  this  country  is  very  properly  considered 
essential  to  the  support  of  our  naval  superi- 
ority, all  relief  has  been  refused  most  perti- 
naciously to  the  shipping  interest,  whilst 
relief  has  been  given  in  every  possible  way 
to  the  agriculturists.  For  example,  very 
lately,  the  insurance-duty  on. farm  stock 
and  farm  implements  was  taken  off,  and  it 
IS  proposed,  in  this  year,  to  remove  the  duty 
on  insurance  of  farm  buildings;  but  the 
marine  insurance  is  continued,  as  if  to  press 
on  the  already  oppressed  shipping  interest. 
By  the  official  Returns,  on  the  31st  of 
December,  1835,  the  number  of  ships  for 
the  United  Kingdom,  was  25,510,  measur- 
ing 2,783,761  tons,  and  navigated  by 
171*020  men.  The  estimate  of  the  value 
of  these  ships,  new  and  old,  at  7A  10^.  per 
ton,  will  give  the  total  value  of  the  mercan- 
tile marine  of  the  British  empire  at 
20,878,207/.  of  fixed  capital;  and  if  the 
seamen's  wages  be  estimated  at  45;.  per 
month  on  the  average,  their  monthly  pay 
of  384,79^/*>  if  employed  only  ten  months 
in  the  year,  would  amount  to  3,847,950/. 
The  price  of  provisions  for  the  British 
shipping  may  be  fairly  estimated  at  30  to 
40  per  cent,  higher  in  England  than  at 
Hamburgh  and  other  continental  port.o; 
and  timber  for  ship-building  continues  sub- 
jected to  heavy  duties.  If  the  rates  of 
freight  had  continued  high,  to  cover  those 
high  wages  and  high-priced  food  and  build- 
ing materials,  the  shipowners  would  have 
had  little  ground  of  complaint ;  but  freights, 
to  every  part  of  the  world,  have  fallen  to  a 
great  extent.  The  average  freight  of 
transports  in  1814  was  22j.  6d. ;  in  1820, 
14;.  6d.  per  ton ;  and  for  the  last  Ave  or  six 
years,  1 3s.  The  freights  paid  in  Liverpool, 
to  and  from  the  West-Indies,  have  fallen 


from  40  to  50  per  cent,  since  1814.*  From 
Liverpool  to  the  United  States  there  has 
been  a  decline  in  freight  of  49  per  cent, 
since  1820,  and  of  85  per  cent  since  1814.^ 


2111 


I 
i 

s 

1 


o 

I 


> 

< 


S-2 


2J  o  ® 


S3 
S 


Si 

00 


ss 


o 

M 


00 


to 


w> 


s 


a 


« 


:^  -^s 


Ol 


o 
n 


o>    •«     •«■ 


to 


^^^^^^  ^^J^^^  ' 


IJ-5-r«^ 


Irt 


2  ->» 


It   i'S.l. 


CO      'A 


IS 

U4 


1818 

5 


§ 


;s  >s   ^    i      :     i     i' 


i  ^  -i  i     I    S    31 


a  §^  I     I    5   |i 


R  ^  §  I   j  i 


jl: 


H 


it^i    ^    i 


,« . 


*§  g  I 


a     ggj;: 


t  Freight  of  fine  goods  from  Liverpool  to 
the  United  States  from  1814  to  1835  : — 


Goods  per  Ton; 

OoodiptrXn. 

t,     d. 

s.     d. 

1814     . 

.  50     0 

1816 

.      .  50     0 

1815     . 

.  50    0 

18ir 

•  40    0 

dS5 
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There  has  been  much  distress  in  the 
shipping  interest  since  the  war;  and  the 
high  prices  of  provisions^  wages,  and  ma- 
terials^  and  the  low  rates  of  freiglit,  satis- 
factorily account  for  the  same.  If  the  Corn, 
laws  were  repealed,  the  shipping  would  be- 
nefit largely  in  all  these  respects,  and  also 
become  carriers  of  com  td  a  considerable  ex- 
tent. 

So  much  has  been  said  by  some  of  the 
advocates  of  the  landed  interest  about  the 
scarcity  of  money,  and  the  difficulty  the 
agriculturists  have  had  to  contend  with 
since  the  resumption  of  cash  payments, 
that  I  have  taken  considerable  trouble  to 
ascertain  what  has  been  the  state  of  the 
currency  since  1814<  to  the  present  time; 
and  the  House  will  be  perhaps  surprised 
to  hear  that  there  now  is,  and  has  been, 
more  money  in  circulation  for  the  last  six 
years,  than  for  the  six  years  preceding  1819* 
I  rejoice  at  the  change  which  took  place  in 
the  currency  of  the  country  in  that  year, 
and  I  am  pleased  that  I  gave  that  measure 
of  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  the  Member  for 
Tam worth,  my  support  at  that  time.  I 
should  now  be  sorry  to  see  any  attempt 
made  to  alter  the  provisions  of  that  Act, 
or  to  tamper  in  any  way  with  the  currency 
of  the  country,  I  admit  that,  in  the  change 
that  took  place  from  paper  to  gold  cur- 
rency, many  persons  sufiered  severely ; 
but  to  retrace  our  steps  would  only 
inflict  distress  on  others,  and  unsettle 
every  pecuniary  agreement  in  the  country ; 
I  therefore  trust  the  metallic  currency  will 
be  adhered  to. 

By  the  statement  in  my  hand,  the  an- 
nual average  circulation  of  the  Bank  of 
England  and  of  country  bankers,  during 
the  period  from  1814  to  181 9f  was, — 


1818  .    .  40  0 

1819  .  .  25  0 
(Average,  42s.  0(/.) 

1820  .  .  25  0 

1821  •  35  0 

1822  .  40  0 

1823  .    .  40  0 

1824  •  30  0 
(Average,  34i.) 

1825  .  •  30  0 

1826  :   .  40  0 


1827  .  .  22  6 

1828  .  .  20  0 
(Average,  28f.  %d.) 

1829  .  20  0 

1830  .   .  15  0 

1831  .  .  20  0 

1832  .   .  20  0 

1833  .  20  0 

1834  .  20  0 

1835  .   .17  6 
(Average,  19«.) 


The  fall  in  the  freights  has  been  gradual  from 
1815  to  1835— in  all,— 

Viz.,  In  the  period,  1820-24,  as  compared 
with  the  period  1814-19,  per  cent,  fall,  20  ; 
ditto,  1825-28,  ditto,  1820*4,  per  cent,  fall- 
16;  ditto,  1829-34,  ditto  1825-28,  per  cent, 
fell,  dd.-— Total  decline  from  50f.  to  17c.  ^ — 
65  per  cent. 

VOL.  xxxiu.  {ai} 


In  paper        -  .  • 

Private  deposits  in  the  Bank  of 

England 
Silver  coin  in  cireulation 
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«e44,248>000 

l,75e,400 
4,500,000 


^18,885,500 


Total  circulation  -  50,498,400 
which  if  reduced  to  the  value  of  gold  cur- 
rency  of  this  day,  at  18^.  \%d.  per  \L  Bank 
note,  would  be  45,816,777/.  5  whilst  in  the 
year  1834  the  total  quantity  of  money  waa 
upwards  of  63,000,000/. — namely. 

The  Bank  of  England  notes  in 

circulation 
The  notes  of  country  hankers 

and  joint  stock  banks         -  10,376,970 

The  private    deposits  in   the 

Bank  of  England        -  -       10,529,000 

Gold  coin       -  .  .  16,000,000 

Silver  coin  ...         8,000,000 

Total        -  -  63,791,470 

And  therefore,  the  total  quantity  of  metal- 
lic and  paper  currency,  in  1834^  exceeds 
that  of  the  boasted  paper  system  to  the 
amount  of  1 7,97^,693/.;  bding  an  increase  of 
39^  per  cent,  more  than  in  1814-19.  There 
can  scarcely  be  any  mistake  in  this  state- 
ment, as  all  that  relates  tp  paper  at  the 
respective  periods  is  taken  from  official 
Returns.  From  1814  to  1819  there  was 
no  gold  in  circulation ;  and  the  estimate 
of  gold  coin  of  16,000,000/.,  at  the  present 
time,  to  fill  up  the  small  note  circulation  of 
the  Bank  of  England  and  the  country 
bankers  (which  was  14,000,000/.)  must  be 
moderate.  In  1836  the  circulation  is  cer- 
tainly larger.  Some  persons  have  had 
doubts  whether  private  deposits  should  be 
considered  as  part  of  the  currency  or  not ; 
but,  as  they  are  available  on  demand,  they 
must  be  considered  in  the  same  light  as  if 
they  were  in  the  pockets  of  the  depositors, 
ready  to  be  used ;  and,  therefore,  to  exhibit 
the  whole  of  the  circulation,  the  deposits  of 
private  persons  in  the  Bank  of  England 
must  be  taken  into  account.  In  the  yearly 
average  of  the  first  six  years  theae  deposits 
amounted  to  only  1,750,400/. ;  in  the  year 
1834  to  10,529,000/.,  which,  being  part  of 
the  preceding  suras,  makes  the  total  amount 
of  currency  at  the  command  of  the  corn- 
munity, — namely,  in  the  years  of  high 
prices,  50,498,400/. ;  and  in  the  year  of 
low  prices,  63,791,470/. 

Public  Government  deposits  in  the 
Bank  have,  of  late  years,  been  between 
3,000,000/.  and  4,000,000/. ;  but  they  have 
not  been  noticed  in  my  estimate  of  either 
of  these  periods.  If  the  high  prices  of  arti- 
cles in  the  first  period,  as  compared  with 
the  present  prices,  be  observed,— if  the 
improved    system    of  banking,    and    the 
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greater  /kdlity  of  payments  are  considered, 
it  must  be  evident  that  50,000,000/.  of 
currency,  in  the  present  day,  would  effect 
•ne^half  more  of  payments  than  that 
amount  could*  have  effected  in  18 14^1 9- 
But  tin  there  are  6:1,000,000/.  instead  of 
50.000,000/.  of  currency  for  that  purpose, 
it  is  quite  ridiculous  to  complain  of  the 
want  of  currency  at  the  present  time  as  the 
cause  of  agricultural  or  any  other  distress ; 
and  it  is  to  be  hoped  that  the  knowledge  of 
what  I  have  now  stated  will  set  at  rest 
such  complaints  for  the  future. 

I  believe  I  have  now  completely  made 
out  my  case,  and  I  am  ready  to  submit  the 
various  statements  I  have  made  to  the 
strictest  investigation,  believing  them  to  be 
suhstantiallv  correct.  In  conclusion,  I  al- 
lege  that  the  landed  interest  have  been 
more  favoured  than  any  other  interest  in 
the  country ,  that  they  are  not  taxed  as  the 
landowners  in  France,  Belgium,  Holland, 
and  other  countries  in  Europe,  where  they 
pay  nearly  one.fourth  of  the  net  rent  of 
the  land  as  a  tax  to  the  State ;  that  the 
landowners  do  not  pay  their  fair  proportion 
of  the  general  taxation  of  the  empire ;  and 
that  they  have  been  'specially  exempted 
from  taxes  that  would  have  amounted  to 
13,000,000/.  since  1817;  that  they  pay  no 
tax  on  the  descent  of  landed  property, 
whilst  all  personal  property  is  taxed  with 
legacy  and  probate  duty,  which  has 
amounted  to  49,000,000/.  in  the  last  thirty- 
nine  years  and  a-half.  That  the  com-laws 
give  a  partial  monopoly  of  all  kinds  of 
com,  whilst  the  importation  of  cattle, 
swine,  and  other  articles  of  animal  food, 
are  altogether  prohibited,  and  a  complete 
monopoly  thereoy  established.  That  there 
are  besides  90  to  100  articles  of  food,  many 
of  them  of  the  first  necessity,  which  are 
subjected  to  heavy  duties  on  importation, 
to  protect  similar  articles  the  produce  of  the 
land,  by  which  the  prices  of  all  these  arti- 
cles are  raised  to  the  consumers.  That 
the  price  of  corn  is  40  to  50  per  cent, 
higher  in  England  than  in  France,  and 
80  to  100  per  cent,  higher  in  London  than 
in  the  North  of  Europe ;  that  the  comforts 
of  the  working  classes,  though  now  consi- 
derable, arc  much  diminished  by  the  high 
price  of  food;  that  the  manufacturing, 
commercial,  and  all  other  classes,  are  sub- 
jected, by  those  monopolies,  to  heavy  taxa- 
tion in  the  price  of  their  food.  That,  in 
fact,  no  class  of  the  community  are  so  cla- 
morous for  relief,  and  who  require  it  so 
little  as  the  landowners;  and,  therefore, 
the  motion  of  the  noble  Marquess  ought  to 


be  resisted.  I  will  concur  in  anj  motion 
for  the  reduction  of  general  taxation  that 
shall  relieve  all  classes  of  the  community*-* 
I  voted  for  the  total  repeal  of  the  mtilt-tax 
in  the  last  Session  with  that  view,  and  I 
am  ready  to  do  so  now ;  but  I  see  no  valid 
reason,  whatever,  for  the  motion  now  be- 
fore the  House,  and  I  hope  the  noble  Mar. 
quess  will  not  press  it  to  a  division.  I  will 
add,  that  if  only  one-half  of  the  allegations 
I  have  made  respecting  the  landed  interest 
be  correct,  the  Motion  should  meet  with 
the  decided  opposition  of  the  House* 


Sir  James  Graham  was  not  disposed  to 
follow  the  hon.  Member  for  Middlesex 
through  all  his  details,  and  to  enter  into  a 
discussion  on  the  present  occasion  as  to  the 
general  merits  of  the  corn-laws;  when- 
ever that  question  might  be  introduced  he 
should  be  ready  to  maintain  the  opinion 
he  had  always  eutertained  against  the 
alteration  of  those  protective  laws.  He 
was  not  less  attached  to  the  landed  interest 
than  the  noble  Marquess  (Chaodos)  and  the 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Shropshire; 
but  he  endeavoured  to  temper  his  attach- 
ment with  discretion.  He  regretted  that 
the  motion  now  under  consideration  had 
been  brought  forward  on  the  present  occa- 
sion ;  and  he  thought  it  his  dut^r  to  re- 
commend the  noble  Marquess  to  withdraw 
it ;  for  if  it  was  pressed  to  a  division,  he 
should  be  under  the  painful  necessity  of 
voting  against  it.  He  agreed  with  the 
noble  Lord  opposite  in  thinking  that  the 
discussion  of  the  present  question  was  pre- 
mature, while  a  Committee  of  Inouiry  on 
the  subject  was  still  sitting,  ana  in  ab- 
sence of  any  Report  from  that  Committee* 
He  could  not  better  illustrate  the  incon- 
veniences likely  to  result  from  the  imme- 
diate adoption  by  the  House  of  any  pro- 
position like  the  one  submitted  to  it,  than 
by  stating  that  the  evidence  as  yet  pro- 
duced before  the  Committee  of  Inquiry 
had  produced  on  his  mind  a  conviction 
directly  op|K>sed  to  the  inference  drawn  by 
the  noble  Marquess,  who  considertfd  that 
the  evidence  already  proved,  that  since  the 
inquiry  in  1833,  the  condition  of  the 
agriculturist;  h»d  deteriorated.  Now,  it 
appeared  to  him  that,  with  the  single  ex- 
ception of  wheat,  every  other  article  of 
agricultural  produce  most  valuable  to  the 
farmer  had  risen  in  price, — viz.  barlev, 
oats,  beans,  woo),  and  meal.  The  fall  in 
the  price  of  wheat  might  be  attributed  to 
the  great  increase  in  the  amount  sown, 
and  the  abundant  harvest  of  1834  bad 
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iltt  hid  an  effect    in  depreciatiog  the 
price.    With  respect  to  the  clay   laods, 
which  weie  the  inost  distressed,  the  three 
last  dry  seasons  had  increased  their  pro- 
ductive qualities,    and    thereby  added  a 
good  deal  to  the  amount  of  wheat  brought 
to  the  market.     Artiticial  causes  had  liJce- 
wise  tended  to  the  same  result.     The  land. 
k>rds  of  England  had  in  many  instances 
reduced  their  rents^  and  had  Hssisled  their 
tenants  in   endeavouring  to  improre  the 
land;  and   he  believed  that  at  the  present 
moment  the  productive  power  of  the  land  In 
England  and  Wales  was.  greater  than  it 
ever  had  been  before.    The  facilities  af- 
forded fur  the  transmission  of  wheat  by 
steam  from  Ireland  and  Scotland  tended  to 
reduce  the  price  of  the  article  in   this 
country.     He  admitted  that  the  increase 
in  the  importation  of  wheat  had  not  been 
proportionately  so  great  from   Ireland  as 
from  Scotland,  but  the  productive  power 
of  the  former  country  had  increased,  and 
the  importation  of  wheat  from  Ireland  in 
the  manufactured  form  of  flour  had  greatly 
auemented.      All   these    causes,    natural 
and  artificial,  accounted   for  the  deprecia- 
tion of  the  price  of  wheat  in  this  country. 
It  appeared  to  him  that  there  were  only 
two   modes  by   which   the   House  could 
aflect  the  price  of  wheat ;  they  must  either 
diminish  tne  supply  of  the  article,  or  in- 
crease the  supply  of  money,  by  which  the 
value  of  the  article  was  measured.     He 
should  not  detain  the  House  by  discussing 
the  latter  mode,  because  it  appeared  to  be 
the  general  feeling  that  it   wuuld  be  in- 
expedient incidentally  to  debate  the  ques- 
tion of  currency,  either  as  reganltd   the  . 
circulating    meaium   or    the  standard  of 
▼alue.    Then  with  respect  to  the  other 
mode — the  diminution  of   the  supply  of 
wheat — be  saw  in  the  evidence  given  be- 
fore the  Committee  of  Inquiry,  a  strong 
reason  for  allowing  things  to   take  their 
natural  course.     It  had  been  shown  that 
the  farmers,  having  found  out  that  beans, 
oats,  and  barley,  constituted  a  more  profit* 
able  crop  than  wheat,  had  this  season  di- 
minished the  amount  of  the  wheat  sown. 
There  was  also  evidence  before  the  Com- 
mittee, that   since   the  inquiry  had  been 
commenced,  wheat  had  risen  from  40«.  to 
49^.  and  50j.  per  quarter;  and — to  use  an 
expression  which  he  did  not  like — he  be- 
lieved   it  Would  rise   to  a   remunerating 
price  long  before  the  Report  of  the  Com. 
mittee   uould  be   presented.     The    noble 
Lord,   the  Member  for  Shropslnre.  after 
exercising  all  his  ingenuity,  could  disco^-er 


odI^  two  modes  of  giving  idief  to  the 
agricultural  interest.    The  mode  to  whieh 
the  noble  Lord  first  called  the  attention  of 
the  House,  was  the  reduction  of   local 
burdens.     Now,  in  passing,  he  would  oh* 
serve,  ^that  resolved  as  he  was  to  defend 
the  policy  of  protective  laws'  with  reference 
to  agriculture,  he  rested  that  defence  on 
the  concurrent  policy  of  leaving  a  large 
portion  of  the  load  burdens  payable  by  the 
land  on  the  landlords.     If  they  eot  rid  of 
those  burdens,   they  would  be  depriving 
themselves  of  the  main  argument  in  sup» 
port  of  the  policy  of  protective  laws.     The 
first  point  to  which  tne  noble  Lord,  in  his 
enumeration  of  local  burdens,  referred,  was 
the  poor-rate.     He  considered  the  answer 
given  by  the  noble  Lord,  the  Secretary  of 
State,    to  the  observations  of   the  noble 
Member  for  Shropshire  on  that  point  per- 
fectly triumphant ;  and  he  was  happy  to 
have  taken  a  part  in  the  introduction  of  a 
measure  which  had  been  shown  to  hare 
produced  great  benefit— -he  meant  the  Poor 
Law  Amendment  Act    By  the  operatioQ 
of  that  Act  there  had  been  a  reduction  of 
burden  during  the  latit  twelve  months,  in 
a    certain    number    of    parishes,  of    49 
per  cent.,   or   a  sum  no  less  in  amount    ' 
than  1,200,000/.     With  reference  to  the 
second  point,  it  appeared,  that  one  of  the 
principal  expenses  thrown  upon  the  county 
rates  was  the  institution  of  prosecutionsi 
and  the  administration  of  justice  as  con- 
nected with  clerks  of  the  peace  and  clerks 
of  the  Crown.   His  right  hon.  Friend,  the 
Member  for  Kent,  was  at  the  head  of  a 
Commission    on    the    subject  of   county 
rates ;  they  had  made  one  Report,  and  he 
confidently  anticipated  that  the  adoption 
of  the  recommendations  contained  in  the 
second  Report  they  were  about  to  make 
would  eflTect  a  great  saving  in  this  respect. 
The  noble  Lord  who  brought  the  motion 
under  consideration  had  advocated  the  re- 
duction of  the  duty  on  malt.     He  con- 
sidered that  the  reduction  of  that  impost 
would  have  so  injurious  an  effect  upon  the 
whole  system  of  taxation  of  the  country, 
that  if  it  were  carried,  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  would  be  reduced  to  the 
necessity,    either    of    substituting    other 
taxes,    far    more    objectionable   in    their 
nature,  or  of  resorting  to  a  property  tax* 
The  noble  Lord  claimed  for  the  farmers 
the  privilege  of  wt^ttiug  their  barlev,  and 
drying  it   for   the    use    of  their   cattle* 
Why,  if  he  were  not  very  much  mistaken^ 
there  was  an  excise  regulation  in  existence 
at  the  present  moment  which  allowed  tbem 
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to  subject  their  barley  to  this    process. 
He  now  came  to  the  main  objection  to  the 
motion — the  time  at  which  it  was  brought 
forward.    His  noble  Friend  had  justified  its 
introduction  at  that  moment,  by  represent- 
ing that  it  was  indispensably  necessary  to 
brint^  it  forward  before  the  Budget  was 
submitted  to  the  House.     Now,  he  (Sir 
James  Graham)  was  prepared  to  contend 
that  until  the  Budget  had  been  brought 
forward,  and  until  the  House  had  had  an 
opportunity  of  ascertaining  the  amount  of 
the  available   fund,   and   considering   the 
claims  of  the  different  classes  of  this  great 
community  upon   the  Chancellor   of  the 
Eschequer,  they  could  not  fairly  or  advan- 
tageously take  the  case  of  any  particular 
individual  interest  into  their  consideration. 
There  were  many  imposts  which  demanded 
the  attentive  consideration  of  the  House. 
There  was  one  tax,  immediately  affecting 
the  landed  interest,  and  that  part  of  it 
which  was  in  the  greatest  degree  distressed, 
the  revision  of  which  was  strongly  recom. 
mended  in  the  Report  of  the   Board   of 
Excise    Commissioners,    over   which    the 
Treasurer  of  the  Navy  presided,  and  which 
bad  been  adverted    to  by  his  right  hon. 
Friend,  the  Member  for  Tam\%orth,  in  his 
speech  last  year — he  meant  the  Auction- 
duty.     The  Commissioners  had  reported 
in  the  very  strongest  terms,  that  it  was  a 
tax  of  the  worst  description,  pressing  hard 
upon  the  poor  proprietors,  who  were  driven 
to  sell  their  land  for  any  price  it  would 
fetch,  and  not  at  all  upon  the  rich,  who 
could  afford  to  wait  for  a  favourable  oppor- 
tunity of  disposing  of  it.     Another  matter 
to  which  he  would  refer  was  the  Land-tax, 
which   required  consideration.     The   tax 
was  originally  intended  to  apply  to  per- 
sonal as  well  as  real  estates ;  but,  for  some 
reason    or    other,    personal    estates    had 
wholly  escaped,  as  it  had  always  fallen  ex- 
clusively on  the  landlord.     The  Church- 
rate,  he  also  observed,  was  as  it  now  stood 
a  burthen  of  555,000/.,  falling  in  a  great 
degree  on  land  and  tenements,  and  about 
800,000/.  of  that  amount  rested  on  abuse. 
It  had  been  Lord  Althorp's   intention  to 
remedy  that  abuse.     So   long    as    there 
existed  an  Established  Church,  it  was  the 
duty  of  the  State  to  maintain  the  fabric  of 
the  Church,  and  the  expense  should  be 
provided  out  of  the  public  funds.     Lord 
Althorp  had  introduced  a  measure  having 
this  object  in  view.     The  present,  how>« 
ever,  was  not  the  time  to  discuss  these 
questions,  he  entreated  the  noble  Marquess 
Dot  to  press  his  motion  to  a  division.    He 


well  knew,  that  the  noble  Marquess  was  a 
zealous  and  sincere  advocate  of  the  agri* 
cultural  interest ;  but,  with  all  due  defer- 
ence to  his  judgment,  he  would  beg  to 
remind  him  that  these  desultory  and  pre- 
mature discussions  had  a  strong  tendency 
to  generate  the  evils  they  were  intended  to 
cure.  It  was  his  strong  -belief  that  they 
placed  the  agricultural  interest  in  a  very 
invidious  light.  They  indisposed  a  large 
portion  of  the  community  to  that  support 
and  maintenance  of  home  produce,  which 
he  held  to  be  indispensable  for  home  indu»« 
try  and  home  cultivation,  and  to  be  essen- 
tially necessary  to  the  safety,  indepeud^ncef 
and  wealth  of  the  British  islands.  They 
did  more  :  they  injured  the  credit  of  land- 
lords, they  disturbed  the  confidence  of 
tenants,  they  created  an  indisposition  to 
take  land,  they  diminished  the  competition 
for  it,  and  haa  a  direct  tendency  to  reduce 
the  rent  of  it;  and  upon  the  whole,  he  whb 
fully  satisfied  that  they  were  anything  but 
conducive  to  the  benefit  of  the  interest 
they  were  intended  to  serve. 

Colonel  Sihihorp  said,  that  he  shoulcl 
not  occupy  the  House  above  a  few  minutes, 
not  anything  like  the  three  hours  that  had 
been  occupied  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Middlesex,  who  seemed  so  overwhelmed  by 
the  abundance  of  papers  which  he  had 
brought  down  with  him,  that  neither  him- 
self, nor  the  hon.  Member  who  arranged 
them  for  him,  appeared  to  understand 
,  them.  He  would  implore  the  noble  Mar- 
quis to  take  the  sense  of  the  House  upon 
this  question.  For  himself,  if  only  three 
hon.  Members  voted  with  the  noble  Mar. 
quis  he  should  feel  it  to  be  his  duty  to 
make  one  of  those  three. 

Mr.  Catfley  said,  the  House  was  bound 
to  give  relief  to  the  agricultural  interest,  as 
no  other  interest  so  much  required  relief. 
It  was  not  his  intention  to  have  spoken  on 
the  motion,  but  from  what  had  fallen  from 
the  right  hon.  Baronet,  the  Member  for 
Cumberland.  He  disagreed  with  the  ob- 
servations of  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  who 
had  not,  he  thought,  given  a  fair  version 
of  the  evidence  collected  by  the  Agricul- 
tural Committee.  The  rise  in  the  price  of 
some  articles,  particularly  cattle,  was  caused 
by  scarcity  alone,  and  meat  which  before 
Christmas  was  but  4|e/.  per  lb.,  was  now 
1^.  Part  of  the  rise  in  prices  was  owing 
to  the  increased  issues  of  the  joint^stock 
banks;  but  according  to  the  evidence 
given  before  the  Committee,  that  rise 
rested  upon  a  most  insecure  foundation. 
He  thought  80  too,  for  the  quantity  of 
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paper  issue,  to  enable  people  to  support 
these  burdens,  was  more  than  neces^sary^ 
witb  our  present  standard  of  value.  On  the 
whole,  he  wished  that  the  motion  had  not 
been  introduced  at  this  time,  but  as  it 
bad  been  brought  forward^  he  should  sup- 
port it. 

Colonel  Thompson  regretted  that  be  had 
not  obtained  tbe  attention  of  the  House 
before  it  was  tired  of  the  subject^  but  if 
be  did  not  say  a  few  words  he  should  lose 
caste.  The  pressure  from  without  was 
heavy  on  him ;  and  hon.  Gentlemen  oppo- 
site were  too  strongly  convinced  of  the 
seriousness  of  that  condition  not  to  have 
some  feeling  for  his  case.  The  distress  of 
the  landed  interest  had  been  brought  on 
by  their  own  acts,  in  consequence  of  that 
just  dispensation  of  Providence,  which 
enacted  that  those  who  infringed  on  the 
rights  of  their  fellow-citizens  should  find 
that,  in  some  way  or  other,  the  mischief 
fell,  according  to  the  Scriptural  expression, 
upon  their  own  heads.  Had  the  agricul- 
turists not  limited  the  commerce  of  their 
country,and  cramped  its  manufacturing  ener- 
gies }  How  extraordinary,  how  marvellous, 
was  their  conduct !  Thev  came  before  that 
House,  they  called  together  the  population 
on  the  hustings,  and  they  said — *'  Honour- 
able members,  farmers,  and  farming  men  ! 
•—we  have  had  everything  in  our  own 
hands ;  we  have  had  it  all  our  own  way  ; 
and  the  result  is,  that  we  and  you  are 
distressed  beyond  any  other  class"  For 
this  state  they  were  indebted  to  the  corn- 
laws.  The  number  of  farmers  had  been 
increased  in  the  proportion  of  five  to  four, 
by  the  imposition  of  the  taxes  on  com,  and 
the  end  was,  that  the  five  were  in  a  much 
worse  condition  now,  than  the  four  had 
formerly  been.  The  landlords  might  have 
raised  their  rents  from  300/.  to  400/.,  but 
of  what  use  was  that  to  them,  when  they 
bad  shut  up  the  avenues  to  profitable  en. 
gagement  in  commerce  or  manufactures, 
and  so  were  at  a  loss  how  to  dispose  of 
their  sons  and  daughters.  Could  they  not 
see  that  the  only  way  to  augment  their 
real  incomes  would  be  to  consent  to  deve- 
lope  the  immense  capabilities  which  this 
country  possessed?  [_"  Question r'\  He 
was  speaking  to  the  question,  which  was, 
whether  the  way  for  the  landlords  to  ex- 
pect relief  was  byescaping  from  taxation.  Was 
it  not  reasonable  to  suppose  that  some  re- 
lief would  be  obtained  by  gradually  re- 
tracing  the  steps  they  had  been  induced 
to  take,  and  removing  the  shackles  which 
fettered  the  commerce  of  the  country  ? 


Sir  Robert  Peel  would  not  detain  the 
House  many  minutes,  and  would  confine 
himself  entirely  to  the  question  before  it. 
That    question  was,    whether  or    not   it 
would  be  advisable  for  the   House,  by  a 
resolution  passed  previous  to  the  financial 
statement  tor  the  year,  to  hold  out  expec- 
tations to  a  particular  interest,  that   relief 
would  or  could  be  afforded  it  by  any  re- 
mission  of  taxes.      Feeling   the  deepest 
interest  in  the  maintenance  of  the  pros- 
perity of  agriculture,  believing  that  there 
were   many   considerations   of  a  political 
and  social  nature  involved  in  the  question^ 
he  yet  felt  it  to  be  his  duty  to  consult  its 
real  and  permanent  interests;  and  how- 
ever much  he  respected  the  motives,  and 
valued  the  services   of  his  noble   friend 
who  had  brought  forward  the  motion,  if 
he  believed  it  was  calculated  to  raise  ex- 
pectations which  he  could  not  realize,  or 
provoke  jealousies  and  hostilities  for  which 
there   was   no   countervailing   advantage, 
the  more  he   valued  agriculture,  and  the 
more  deeply  he  felt  interested  in  its  pros- 
perity, the  more  he  was  bound  to  perform 
his  duty  to  it,  and  to  refuse  his  sanction 
to  any  proposition  which  in  his  view  of  the 
matter  could  lead  to  no  beneficial  result. 
And  in  the  first  place,  with  his  views  of 
public   credit,  and   before   he  knew  the 
amount  of  the  surplus  revenue  at  the  dis- 
posal of  Government,  he  should  always 
be  very  backward  to  express  any  opinion  * 
as  to  the  contingent  appropriation  of  that 
surplus.     He  considered  that  the  honour 
of  this  country  was  involved  in  the  main- 
tenance of    public   credit,  and  he   must 
confess,  till  he  knew  the  available  surplus, 
he   should   be   reluctant   lo   discuss  any 
question  connected  with  its  appropriation. 
Suppose  there  was  a  surplus  of  500,000/., 
was  it  fair  to  excile  hopes  on  the  part  of 
the  agricultural  interest  that  any  remission 
of  taxation,  giving  to  agriculture  what  was 
said  to  be  its  fair  share  of  such  an  avail- 
able surplus,  would  in  point  of  fact  relieve 
the  existing  distress  ?     He  did  not  deny 
that  agricultural  distress  existed,  and  that 
the  pressure  in  many  parts  of  the  country 
was  exceedingly  severe,  but  he  very  much 
doubted  whether  the  distress  arose  from 
oppressive  taxation,  and  whether  it  could 
be   removed   by  any  remission  of    taxes 
within  such  limits  as  were  at  their  com- 
mand.    He  believed  that  there  were  seve- 
ral descriptions  of  lands,  particularly  clay 
lands,  which  were  in  a  state  of  great  de- 
preesioD,  and  he  would  go  so  far  as  to  ad- 
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mity  that  it  was  not  likely  that  whole  dis- 
tricts of  clay  lands  could  be  cultivated  to 
advantage ;  but  he  must  say,  that  even  if 
it  were  proved  that  the  tillage  of  such  soils 
was  not  so  profitable  as  before,  he  should 
not  be  at  all  surprised.  A  competition 
unfavourable  to  the  inferior  descriptions 
of  land  was  going  on  in  every  quarter  of 
the  globe,  and  with  respect  to  every  species 
of  agricultural  produce.  The  inferior  soiU 
of  this  country  were  entering  into  competi- 
tion with  richer  lands  in  Scotland. and 
Ireland,  and  the  agriculturists  of  England 
had  to  contend,  he  must  say,  with  greater 
skill  in  the  application  of  labour,  and 
more  provident  views  with  respect  to  the 
increase  in  the  produce  of  land.  Under 
such  circumstances,  he  was  not  surprised 
that  some  districts  in  this  country,  hereto- 
fore cultivated  with  advantage,  now  yield- 
ed no  remunerating  return.  What  was 
going  on  at  the  present  moment  in  Jamaica 
and  the  West-Indian  islands  which  had 
been  longest  colonized  ?  They  were  com- 
ing into  competition  with  the  settlement 
of  Demerara,  and  richer  lands  on  the 
South  American  continent.  The  planters 
i>f  the  other  islands  might  with  truth  as- 
sert, that  their  estates  had  been  under 
cultivation  for  fifty  or  100  years,  and  that 
they  could  not  compete  successfully  with 
more  modern  settlements.  No  doubt  this 
was  a  great  hardship,  but  he  thought  it 
would  be  impossible  to  extend  relief  to 
them  by  any  legislative  measures.  The 
application  of  steam  power  in  place  of 
physical  strength,  was  producing  a  revolu- 
tion in  the  agricultural  system  of  the 
country,  which  they  would  vainly  attempt 
to  counteract  by  the  remission  of  taxation. 
When  he  said  this,  he  did  not  mean  to 
deny  the  eventual  claims  which  the  agri- 
cultural interest  might  have  to  such  a  re- 
mission. But  when  he  had  heard  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer's  statement, 
the  amount  of  actual  revenue,  and  the 
taxes  he  proposed  to  reduce,  lie  should 
reserve  to  himself  the  perfect  right  to  con- 
test the  policy  of  that  remission,  and  to 
movs  an  amendment  in  favour  of  the  agri- 
culturists, if  he  should  deem  it  expedient. 
If  he  did  not  consent  to  the  present  mo- 
tion, it  was  not  because  he  was  prepared 
to  deny,  that  eventually  it  might  be  tit  to 
urge  their  claims ;  but  because  he  was  un- 
willing to  excite  in  their  minds  hopes 
which  the  House  might  not  be  able  to 
satisfy  when  they  came  to  carry  into  effect 
Ihe  practical  proposition.    Let  the  effects 


of  the  partial  remission  of  taxes  made  at 
former  periods  be  borne  in  mind.  There 
had  been  a  very  general  outcry  against 
these  measures;  and  there  had  been  much 
more  ridicule  cast  on  them,  than  gratitude 
shown  for  them.  If  it  should  turn  out 
that  there  was  only  a  very  limited  surplus, 
and  that,  consistently  with  his  wish  to 
maintain  the  public  credit,  he  could  not 
claim  a  relief  of  more  than  100,000/.  or 
200,000/.  for  the  agriculturists,  would  they 
not  say,  **  Is  this  all  you  have  to  offer  us  ? 
Why  then  did  you  enter  into  a  general 
resolution  declaring:  that  agriculture  was 
in  a  distressed  state,  and  that  a  remission 
of  taxes  alone  could  give  relief  to  it?" 
He  did  not  choose  to  involve  himself  in 
this  embarrassment.  If  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  should  be  disposed  to  re- 
duce the  duty  on  newspapers,  he  should 
hold  himself  quite  at  liberty,  if  he  thought 
fit,  to  vote  for  the  proposition  of  his  hon. 
Friend,  who  proposed  instead  of  that  to 
remit  the  lax  on  soap,  or  to  vote  for  a  re- 
mission of  local  burdens,  or  any  other 
measure  which  he  might  consider  likely  to 
be  beneficial  to  agriculture.  But  the 
great  difficulty  was  this,  that  with  the  ex- 
ception of  the  malt-duty,  there  was  no 
tax  which  bore  hard  on  it.  And  he  was 
quite  certain,  that  if  all  the  relief  they 
could  give  should  be  a  remission  of  the 
assessed  taxes,  or  an  equalization  of  the 
land-tax,  the  occupying  tenant  at  least 
would  exclaim  that  he  had  no  interest  in 
that ;  that  his  hopes  had  been  disappoint- 
ed, and  that  he  should  be  benefitted  only 
by  a  repeal  of  the  malt-tax.  He  did  not 
hesitate  to  say,  that  he  was  not  prepared 
to  vote  for  such  a  measure,  nor  did  he 
think  that  in  the  present  state  of  the  coun- 
try, corresponding  advantages  would  be 
gained  by  a  partial  reduction  of  it.  It 
would  be  always  open  to  his  noble  Friend 
to  propose  an  entire  remission  of  it ;  but 
with  his  views  of  that  impost,  of  the  policy 
of  retaining  it,  and  with  his  apprehension 
that  a  property-tax  could  form  the  only 
substitute  for  it,  he  could  not  assent  to 
such  a  motion.  The  noble  Lord  had 
spoken  of  those  who  represented  agricul* 
tural  districts  as  likely  to  find  a  difficntty 
in  freely  expressing  their  opinion,  and 
giving  a  vote  on  this  subject ;  but  he  felt 
no  such  scruples.  He  felt  himself  bound, 
as  the  representative  of  an  agricultural 
district,  to  take  that  course  which  he  re- 
garded as  most  conducive  to  its  lasting 
welfare.     He  hoped   nis   noble   Friend 
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would  not  take  the  sense  of  the  House 
on  this  question.  He  did  not  wish  this 
for  the  purpose  of  avoiding  a  disagreeable 
vote,  for  he  had  no  difficulty  in  determin- 
ing what  line  he  should  take  ;  but  he  could 
not  help  thinking  that  a  division  on  this 
subject,  if  one  should  take  place,  would 
be  a  very  imperfect  indication  to  the  coun- 
try of  the  degree  of  interest  felt  on  the 
agricultural  question.  He  must  protest 
against  its  being  supposed  that  he  was 
not  a  friend  to  that  interest,  or  that  he 
would  not  press  for  practical  justice  being 
done  to  it,  but  it  would  be  a  great  hardship 
if  the  agriculturists  should  suppose,  after 
a  division,  not  on  the  merits  of  the  case, 
but  virtually  on  a  question  of  form  or  time, 
that  the  House  was  indifferent  to  their 
prosperity. 

Sir  Charles  Broke  Vere  observed,  that 
if  the  slightest  prospect  of  relief  had  been 
held  out  to  the  agriculturists  by  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer,  the  noble  Mar- 
quess would  not  have  brought  forward  his 
motion. 

The  H«use  divided,  on  the  question  that 
the  order  of  the  day  be  read ;  Ayes  208  ; 
Noes  172;   Majority  36. 


List  of 

Adam,  Sir  C. 
AgHonby,  H.  A. 
AngersteiD,  J. 
Anson,  bon.  Colonel 
A  ttwood,  Thomas 
Baines,  E. 
Baldwin,  Dr. 
Barclay,  D. 
Barclay,  Charles 
Baring.  F.  T. 
Barnard^  £.  G. 
Barry,  G.  S. 
Bentinck,  Lord  G. 
Bentinck,  Jx)rd  W. 
Berkeley,  hon.  F. 
Bf  rkeley,  hon,  G. 
Berkeley,  hon.  C. 
Beroal,  R. 
Bewes,  T. 
Biddulph,  R. 
Blackburne,  J. 
Blamire,  W. 
Bowringj  Dr. 
Brady,  D.  C. 
Bridgeman,  H: 
Brocklehurst,  J. 
Brodie,  William  B. 
Brotberton^  J. 
Buller,  C. 
Buller,  £. 
Burden,  W.  W, 
Butler,  hon.  Pierce 
8uxloD,T.F,  "^ 


the  Ayes. 

Byng,  G. 

Byng,  right  hon.  G.  S. 
Campbell,  Sir  H. 
Campbell,  Sir  J. 
Canning,  rt.  hn.  Sir  S. 
Cave,  R.  O. 
Chalmers,  P. 
Chapman,  L. 
Childers,J.W. 
Clay,  William 
Clements,  Lord 
Codrington,  Admiral 
Collier,  John 
Crawford,  W.  S. 
Crawford,  W, 
Dundas,  hon.  J.  C. 
Dundas,  hon.  T. 
Dundas,  J.  D. 
Danlop,  J. 
Ebrington,  Lord 
Elphinstone,  H. 
Estcourt,  T, 
Eiwall,  R. 
Ewart,  W. 
Ferguson,  R. 
Fitzgibbon,hon.  Col. 
Fitzroy,  Lord  C. 
Forster,  C.  S. 
Fort,  J. 

Gaskell,  Daniel 
GiUon,  W.  D. 
Gisborne,  T. 
Gordon,  Robert 


Graham,  rt.  hon*  Sir  J. 

G  rattan,  J. 
Grey,  Sir  G. 
Grote,  George 
Gully,  John 
Hall,  B. 
Hardy,  J. 
Hastie,  A. 
Hawes,  Benjamin 
Hawkins,  J.  H. 
Hay,  Sir  A. 
Heathcote,  J. 
Hector,  C.  J. 
Heneage,  Edward 
Hindley,  Charles 
Hobhouse,  right  hon. 

Sir  J. 
Hodges,  T.  L. 
Hodges,  T.  T. 
Hope,  J. 
Horsman,  E. 
Howard,  R. 
Howard,  P.  H. 
Howick,  Lord 
Hume, 'J. 
Hurst,  R.  H. 
Jephson,C.  D.  O. 
Jervis,  John 
Ingham,  R. 
Inglis,  SirR.  H. 
Johnstone,  Sir  J. 
Johnstone,  J.  J.  H. 
Johnston,  Andrew 
Jones,  Theobald 
Labouchere,  rt.  hn.  H. 
Lambton,  H. 
Langton,  Wm.  Gore 
Leader,  J.  T. 
Lee,  J.  L. 
Lefevre,  Charles  S. 
Lemon,  Sir  C. 
Lennard,T.  B. 
Lennox,  Lord  G. 
Lennox,  Lord  A. 
Lister,  E.  C. 
Lopez,  Sir  R. 
Lushington,  Charles 
Lynch,  A.  H.    • 
Mackenzie,  S. 
Mackinoon,  W.  A.. 
Macnamara,  Major 
Mangles,  J. 
Marjoribanks,  S. 
Marsland,  H. 
Marsland,  Thomas 
Maule,  hon.  F. 
Morpeth,  Lord 
Moslyn,  hon.E. 
Mullins,  F.  Wi 
Murray,  rt.  hon.  J.  A, 
Nagle,  Sir  R. 
O'Brien,  Cornelius 
O'Brien,  W.  S. 
O'Connell,  Daniel 
O'Connell,  M.  J. 
O'Connell,  M. 
O'Conor^  Don 


O'Ferrall,  R.  M* 
O'Loghlen,  Sergeant 
Oswald,  James 
Paget,  F. 
Palmer,  General 
Palmerston,  Lord 
Parker,  J. 

Parnell,  rt.  hn.  Sir  H. 
Parrot t,  J. 
Parry,  Sir  L.  P.  J, 
Pattison,  James 
Pechell,  Captain 
Peel,  rt.  hon.  Sir  R. 
Pelham,  Hon.  C.A. 
Pendarves,  E.  W.  W. 
Philips,  Mark 
Potter,  Richard 
Power,  J. 
Price,  Sir  R. 
Pryme,  George 
Rice,  right  hon.  T.  S. 
Ridley,  Sir  M.  W. 
Kippon,  C. 
Roharts,  Abraham  W 
Robinson,  G.  R. 
Roche,  W. 
Rolfe,  Sir  R.  M. 
Russell,  C. 
Russell,  Lord  John 
Russell,  Lord  Charles 
Ruthven,  E. 
Ryle,  John 
Sanford,  E.A. 
Scholefield,  J. 
Scott,  J.  W. 
Scrope,  G.  P. 
Seymour,  Lord 
Sheppard,  Thomas 
Smith,  J.  A. 
Smith,  hon.  R. 
Smith,  R.  V. 
Smith,  B. 
Stanley,  Lord 
Strickland,  Sir  G. 
Stnitt,  E. 
Stuart,  Lord  D. 
Stuart,  Lord  J. 
Stuart,  V, 
Talbot,  J.  H# 
Talfourd,  Sergeant 
Tancred,  H.  W. 
Tennent,  J.  E. 
lliomson,  rt.  hn.  C,  P* 
Thompson,  Alderman 
Thompson,  Colonel 
Thornely,T. 
Tooke,  W. 
Villiers,  C.  P. 
Wakley,  T 
Walker,  C  A. 
Wallace,  R. 
Walter,  J. 
Warburton,  H, 
Whalley,  Sir  S. 
White,  S. 
Wilbraham,  G. 
Wilbraham,  hon.  B. 
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Wrightson,  W.  B. 
Wrolteslev,  Sir  J. 
Wyse,T/ 

TELLERS* 

Steuarl,  R. 
Stanley,  £.  J. 


Williams,  W. 
Williams,  W.  A. 
Williamson,  Sir  H. 
Wood,  C.      . 
Wood,  Alderman 
Wortley^  hon.  J.  S. 

List  of  the  Noes. 
Agnew,  Sir  A.,  Bart.     Forbes,  W. 
Alsager,  Captain 
Alston,  R. 
Arbuthnot,  hon.  H. 
Archdall,  M. 


Ashley,  Lord 
Astley,  Sir  J. 
Bagot,  hon.  W. 
Bailey,  J. 
Balfour,  T, 
Baring,  Thomas 
Bameby,  J, 
Bell»  Matthew 
Benett,  J. 
Blackburne,  I. 
Blackstone,  W.  S. 
Boldero,  H.  G. 
Bonham,  R.  F. 
Bowes,  John 
Braroston,  T.  W. 
Brownrigg,  S. 
Bruen,  Colonel 
Bruen,  F. 
Burrell,  SirC. 
Cayley,  E.  S. 
Chaplin,  Colonel 
Chetwynd,  Captain 
Chichester,  A. 
Clerk,  Sir  G. 
Clive,  hon.  R.  H. 
Codrington,  C.  W. 
Cole,  Lord 
Compton,  H.  C. 
ConoUy,  £.  M. 
Corbett,  T.  G. 
Crawley,  S. 
Curteis,  Herbert  B. 
Curteis,  £.  B. 
Dalbiac,  Sir  C. 
Darlington,  Earl  of 
Denison,  W.  J. 
Dick,  Q. 
Dillwyn,  L.  W. 
Dottin,  Abel  Rous 
Dowdeswell,  Win. 
Duffield,  Thomas 
Dugdale,  W.  S. 
Eastnor,  Lord 
Eaton,  R.  J. 
Edwards,  J. 
Egerton,  W.  T. 
Egerton,  Sir  P. 
Elley,  Sir  J. 
Elwes,  J.  P. 
Entwisle,  J. 
Fielden,  J. 
Fleetwood,  P.  H. 
Fleming,  John 
Foley,  E.  T 
FoUtesj  Sir  W, 


Forester,  hon.  G. 
Fremantle,  Sir  T. 
French,  F. 
Freshfield,  J.  W. 
Gaskell,  J.  Milnes 
Geary,  Sir  W. 
Gladstone,  Wm.  E. 
Glynne,  Sir  S. 
Goodricke,  Sir  F. 
Gordon,  hon.  W. 
Gore,0. 
Goring,  H.  D. 
Goulburn,  Sergeant 
Grimston,  Lord 
Grimston,  hon.  E.  H. 
Hale;  Robert  6. 
Halford,  H. 
HandIey,H. 
Hay,  Sir  John 
Hayes,  Sir  £. 
Heathcote,  G.  J. 
Henniker,  Lord 
Hill,  Lord  A. 
Hill,  Sir  R. 
Hogg,  James  Weir 
Hot  ham.  Lord 
Houldsworth,  T. 
Hoy,J.  B. 
Jackson,  Serjeant 
Kerrison,  Sir  £. 
King,  E.  B. 
Knox,  hon.  J.  J. 
Lawson,  A. 
Lefroy,  A» 

Lefroy,  right  hon.  T. 
Lewis,  David 
Lincoln,  Earl  of 
Long,  Walter 
Longfield,  R. 
Lowtber,  hon.  Col. 
Lowther,  J.  H. 
Lushington,  right  hon. 

o.  R. 
Lygon,  ha.  Colonel 
M  ahOn,  Lord 
Manners,  Lord  C.  S. 
Martin,  J. 
Maunsell,  T.  P. 
Miles,  William 
Mordaunt,  Sir  J. 
Morgan,  Chas.  M. 
Neeld,  J. 
Nicholl,  Dr. 
Norreys,  Lord 
Ossulston,  Lord 
Owen,  H.  O. 
Packe,  C.  W. 
Palmer,  Robert 
PatUn,  Joha  Wilson 


Pease,  J. 
Perceval,  Colonel 
Pigott,  Robert 
Piumptre,  J.  P. 
Plunket,  hon.  R.  £. 
Pollen,  Sir  J.  W. 
Price,  S.  G. 
Pringle,  A. 
Pusey,  P. 

Rae,  rt.  hon.  Sir  W. 
Reid,  Sir  J.  Rae 
Richards,  J. 
Rickford,  W. 
Rooper,  J.  B. 
Rushbrooke,  Colonel 
Sanderson,  R. 
Scott,  Sir  £.  D. 
Scourfield,  W.  H  * 
Shaw,  right  hon.  F. 
Sibthorp,  Colonel 
Simeon,  Sir  R. 
Sinclair,  Sir  George 
Smith,  A. 
Smyth,  Sir  H. 
Spry,  Sir  S. 
Stanley,  E. 
Stormont,  Lord 
Start,  H.  C. 


Surrey,  Earl  of 
Thomas,  Colonel 
Thompson,  P.  B. 
Townley,  R.  G. 
Trelawney,  Sir  W. 
Trevor,  hon.  A. 
Trevor,  hon.  G.  R. 
Turner,  W. 
Twiss,  H. 
Tyrell,  Sir  J.  T 
Vere,  Sir  C.  B. 
Verney,  Sir  H. 
Vyvyan,SirR. 
Walpole,  Lord 
Welby,  G. 
Wemyss,  Captain 
Weyland,  Major 
Whitmore,  T.  C. 
Wilkins,  W. 
Williams,  Sir  J. 
Wilraot,  Sir  J.  E. 
Winnington,  H.  J. 
Wodehouse,  £. 
Yorke,  E.  T. 
Young,  Sir  W. 

TELLERS. 

Chan d OS,  Marquess  of 
Duncombe,  W, 


AYES. 

Bannerman,  A. 
Bish,  T. 
Duncombe,  T. 
Molesworth,  Sir  W 
Loch,  J. 
Evans,  G. 


Paired  Off. 

NOES. 

Knightly,  Sir  C. 
Halse^  J. 
Brudenell,  Lord 
Parker,  M.  E.  N. 
KnatchbuU,  Sir  E. 
Poulter,  J. 


Descents  and  He  riots.]  The  Attorn 
ney 'General  nooved  the  second  reading  of 
the  Descents  and  Heriots  Bill. 

Mr.  Jervis  said,  that  there  was  so  strong 
a  feeling  in  the  Courts  against  this  BilC 
that  he  must  express  a  hope  that  his  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  would  not  press  it  He 
would  recommend  that  it  be  referred  to  a 
Select  Committee. 

Captain  Pechell  could  confirm  the  state- 
ment of  his  hon.  Friend,  the  Member  for 
Chester.  The  owners  of  Manors  were 
much  opposed  to  the  Bill  which  was  a  di- 
rect interference  with  the  rights  of  property. 
As  he  understood  it  would  enable  the 
tenant  to  satisfy  the  landlord's  claim  for 
a  Heriot,  by  giving  him  the  worst,  instead 
of  the  best  beasts.  They  held  their  land 
on  the  latter  condition,  and  the  Bill  there- 
fore would  deprive  the  landlord  of  pecuniary 
advantages,  without  any  adequate  equiva- 
lent.  He  should  oppose  the  further  progress 
of  the  measure. 

The  Atiorney^General  assured  the  House 
that  the  Bill  did  not  interfere  with  the 
rights  of  property.  The  customary  law  of 
Heriots  bad    long  been    considered     a 
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great  grievance,  both  by  Lords  of  Manors 
and  customary  tenants,  and  in  remedying  it 
the  Bill  did  not  go  one  letter  further  than 
had  been  recommended  by  the  Law  Com- 
missioners. The  gallant  Officer  was  mis. 
taken  as  to  the  BUI  enabling  the  copyhold 
tenant  to  give  the  worst  instead  of  the  best 
beasts.  The  Bill  contained  no  such  provi- 
sion, and  it  took  nothing  whatever  from  the 
landlord  without  giving  them  an  adequate 
equivalent. 

Mr.  Ervart  thought,  as  the  custom  varied 
in  different  places,  that  the  Bill  should  not 
be  proceeded  with  till  further  information 
had  been  obtained. 

Captain  Berkeley  considered  the  Bill  an 
infringement  on  their  rights,  and  he  should 
feel  it  his  duty,  if  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  persevered,  to  move  that  the  Bill  be 
put  off  for  six  months. 

The  Attorney » General  wished  the  Bill 
to  be  read  a  second  time,  that  the  details 
might  be  settled  in  Committee.  The  ne- 
cessity of  a  change  could  not  be  denied,  but 
the  e(|uivalent  to  be  given  to  the  landlords 
could  not  be  arranged  till  the  Bill  was  in 
Committee. 

Major  Cnrteis  admitted,  that  an  altera- 
tion of  the  laws  was  desirable,  and  perhaps 
some  certain  sum  as  5L  should  be  fixed  as 
the  value  of  the  Heriot. 

Mr.  Curteis  thought,  as  Heriots  were  so 
great  a  grievance,  that  the  landlords,  like 
the  tithe  owners,  should  be  prepared  to 
make  some  sacrifice,  though  whether  5L 
would  be  an  equivalent  for  the  Heriot  was 
a  matter  of  doubt. 

Sir  James  Graham  was  afraid  that  the 
subject  had  not  received  that  consideration 
which  it  deserved.  In  Cumberland,  and 
other  northern  counties,  where  copyhold 
property  was  passed  by  will,  the  custom 
required  that  a  trust  should  be  created, 
which  was  a  fruitful  source  of  litigation. 
That  ought  to  be  put  an  end  to,  but  for 
that  there  was  no  ^  provision  in  the  Bill. 
In  his  opinion  the  subject  ought  to  be  re* 
ferred  to  a  Select  Committee. 

Sir  Robert  Peel  was  of  opinion,  that  the 
House  had  not  sufficient  information  to 
proceed  with  the  BiU.  particularly  as  to  the 
proposed  equivalent.  At  the  same  time,  a 
strong  feeling  existed  against  Heriots,  and 
he  should  willingly  concur  in  putting  an 
end  to  them  without  injuring  the  landlords. 

Mr.  Baines  said,  that  the  law  at  present 
was  a  complete  nuisance,  as  in  some  parts  of 
the  county,  on  the  death  of  the  father  of  a 
family,  the  landlord  hastened  to  seize  the 
best  beast,  and  the  tenant  to  remove  every 


thing  valuable.  It  converted  the  chamber 
of  death  from  a  place  of  decent  mourning  to 
a  scene  of  lawless  plunder.  He  gave  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  great  credit 
for  his  endeavour  to  remove  this  last  rem- 
nant of  barbarism  and  feudal  power,  and 
no  objections  of  individual  convenience 
should  be  allowed  to  stand  in  the  way  of 
removing  such  a  custom. 

Mr  Sergeant  Talfourd  agreed,  that  the 
custom  ought  to  be  put  an  end  to,  but  he 
was  afraid  the  subject  was  too  intricate  and 
too  involved  to  be  settled  without  a  Select 
Committee. 

Second  reading  postponed. 

HOUSE    OF    LORDS, 
Thursday,  April  28,  1836. 

Minutes.]  fiin&  Read  a  first  time:— Stafford  Diiftaii- 
chisement;  Witnesses  Indemnity. 

Petitions  presented.  By  several  Nobls  Loads,  firom  Tarious 
Places,  for  the  Better  OliserTanoe  of  the  Sabbath.— By  the 
Earl  of  BuRLnroTON,  from  various  Places,  for  the  Altera- 
tion Of  the  Factories'  Act — By  Lord  Holland,  ftom 
Mansfield  and  Hitchen.  against  the  Punishment^  of  Death 
for  any  Crime  but  Murder.— By  the  Earl  of  Clark,  from 
Bombay,  for  an  Equalization  and  Reduction  of  the  Duty 
on  East  India  Produce. 

Chancery  Reform.]  Upon  the  mo- 
tion of  the  Lord  Chancellor  the  following 
passage  in  the  King's  Speech  was  read  : — 

**The  speedy  and  satisfactory  administration 
of  justice  is  the  first  and  most  sacred  duty  of  a 
Sovereign ;  and  I  earnestly  recommend  you  to 
consider  whether  better  provision  may  not  be 
made  for  this  great  purpose  in  some  of  the  . 
departments  of  the  law,  and  more  particularly 
in  the  Court  of  Chancery." 

The  Lord  Chancellor :  It  becomes  m>w 
my  duty  to  cull  your  Lordships'  attention 
to  this  very  important  subject,  for  the  pur- 
pose of  carrying  into  effect  the  objects  re- 
ferred to  in  his  Majesty's  most  gracious 
speech.  In  doing  this  I  have  to  bespeak 
some  portion  of  your  Lordships'indulgence. 
Not  that  it  is  my  intention  to  address  you 
for  a  considerable  length  of  time,  but  be- 
cause this  subject,  however  important,  did 
not,  in  another  place,  attract  the  attention 
of  a  large  portion  of  that  House  when  I 
addressed  the  Members  respecting  it.  It 
is  not  easy  to  make  the  Court  of  Chancery 
an  attractiye  topic,  and  yet  there  cannot 
be  a  subject  more  important  to  the  coun- 
try at  large.  There  cannot  be  one  of  more 
importance  to  each  individual  Member  of 
this  House.  The  Court  of  Chancery,  by 
degrees,  has  become  the  Court  in  which 
the  property  of  the  greater  part  of  the 
country  is  subjected  to  litigation,  and 
ultimately  disposed  of.    The  changes  iq 
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the  nature  of  property,  the  complex  pro* 
cesses  resorted  to  to  secure  the  better 
enjoymeDt  of  property,  and  a  variety  of 
other  causes,  have  brought  a  large  portion 
of  the  property  of  the  country  into  that 
Court.  It  must  continue  to  be  so  as 
long  as  the  present  laws  exist,  and  it  is 
more  likelv  to  increase.  Property  must 
be  under  tne  administralion  and  control  of 
the  Court  of  Chancery.  To  provide  then 
ibr  the  due  administration  of  that  Court- 
to  improve  and  amend  a  Court  where 
nearly  all  questions  concerning  the  pro* 
perty  of  the  country  is  decided  upon — 
this,  my  Lords,  is  the  subject  which  de- 
mands your  Lordships'  attention.  I  am 
satisfied,  then,  that  you  will  bear  with  me, 
while  I,  as  shortly  as  I  can,  enter  into 
this  case,  show  vou  what  are  the  abuses 
that  exist,  and  tKc  evils  that  have  grown 
up,  and  state  to  you  what  it  is  I  propose 
in  the  present  Bill,  by  which  I  hope  to  re- 
dress the  evils  that  1  point  out,  and  the 
remedies  that  I  suggest  to  meet  those 
evils,  and  where  there  are  inconveniences, 
how  I  mean  to  obviate  those  inconveniences. 
The  business  that  is  now  transacted  in  the 
Court  of  Chancery  can  be  ascertained  by 
the  relurns  laid  upon  your  Lordships' 
table.  I  have  had  returns  made  from  the 
earliest  period  I  possibly  could  collect,  of 
the  quantity  of  business  transacted  in  the 
Court  of  Chancery.  It  may  appear  to 
your  Lordships  that  these  returns  go  to  an 
earlier  perioa  than  is  necessary,  or  than 
the  case  requires.  I  was  anxious  to  have 
laid  before  your  Lordships  a  history  of  the 
progress  and  increase  of  business  in  the 
Court  of  Chancery,  from  that  period, 
particularly,  which  is  considered  the 
golden  age  of  the  Court — the  period  when 
Lord  Hardwicke  was  Chancellor.  I  endea- 
voured to  do  80,  because  there  is  the  most 
extraordinary  misconception  entertained 
by  some  persons,  that  the  business  of  the 
Court  of  Chancery  has  not  materially  in- 
creased since  the  time  of  Lord  Hardwicke. 
Why,  that  would  be  a  most  extraordinary 
fact  indeed  if  it  could  be  proved,  that  not- 
withstanding the  increase  of  opulence  and 
wealth  in  this  country,  that  a  Court  which 
must  vary  in  its  business  with  the  increase 
of  property,  the  functions  of  which  must 
be  adapted  to  the  exigencies  of  the  time, 
and  the  state  of  society,  that  it  should  not 
be  resorted  to  in  a  greater  degree  than  at 
the  time  when  Lord  Hardwicke  presided 
in  that  Court.  This  would  be  a  most  extra* 
ordinary  fact  if  truei  and  it  was  witb.some 


surprise  that,  in  referring  to  the  debates  of 
the  House  of  Commons  in  1813,  when  a 
proposal  was  made  to  appoint  a  Viee- 
Chancellor's  Court,  that  1  find  so  distin. 
guished  an  individual — one,  too,  so  likely 
to  be  correct,  and  so  liule  likely  to  state 
any  thing  hastily.  Sir  Samuel  Romilly— * 
who  said  that  he  believed  that  the'busioess 
of  the  Court  of  Chancery  in  the  time  of 
Lord  Hardwicke  was  equal  to  what  it  ia 
now.  It  was  computed  that  the  business 
now  done  in  the  court  of  Chancery,  is  not 
more  than  that  done  by  Lord  Hardwicke. 
If,  then,  such  a  man  as  Lord  Hardwicke 
disposed  of  so  many  cases,  and  such  diffi- 
culty is  now  found  in  disposing  of  the 
same  number,  we  should  see  whether  the 
evil  is  in  the  system,  or  in  those  who 
administer  it.  For  those  reasons  I  was 
anxious  to  have  the  means  of  ascertaining 
the  fact  one  way  or  another— to  know 
whether  the  inconveniences  and  delay  in 
the  Court  of  Chancery  arise  from  the  in- 
crease of  business,  or  are  to  be  attributed 
to  other  causes.  For  these  reasons  I  have 
procured  these  returns;  and  I  was  anxious 
to  procure  them  from  the  period  of  Lord 
Hardwicke.  Unfortunately,  it  appears  by 
the  returns  that  there  is  no  book,  no  such 
book  or  copy,  to  enable  the  officers  of  the 
Court  to  make  a  return  such  as  I  called  for 
from  the  time  of  Lord  Hardwicke  in  1750. 
I  can  then  only  direct  your  Lordships*  at- 
tention to  an  imperfect  return,  as  some  of 
the  books  are  missing,  so  that  I  cannot 
state  what  is  the  number  of  cases  and 
hearings  at  that  period .  I  am,  then,  under 
the  necessity  of  referring  to  returns  from 
the  earliest  period  that  they  appear  com- 
plete. They  appear  to  be  complete  from 
the  year  1761  ;  and  now  I  have  to  state 
to  your  Lordships  what  I  believe  to  be  the 
accurate  result,  as  it  appears  to  me,  from 
these  returns*  It  appears  that  the  average 
number  of  cases  set  down  to  be  heard  in 
the  then  two  branches  of  the  Court,  before 
the  Lord  Chancellor  and  the  Master  of  the 
Rolls,  from  1761  to  1165,  was  41 1.  The 
annual  average  is  411.  I  compare  this 
with  what  appears  from  the  returns  to 
be  the  annual  average  for  the  last 
five  years,  from  1831  to  1835.  The 
number  at  the  former  periods  is  411; 
the  number  from  1831  to  1835  is  1,283. 
The  number  of  petitions  for  a  period  of 
ten  years,  from  the  year  1750  to  the  year 
1760,  was,  on  the  average,  379 ;  the  nam* 
ber  of  petitions  from  1831  to  1835,  was, 
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to  OQ€  Other  bimneh  of  the  basioess  of  the 
Coart  of  Cbftncery,  in  order  to  see  what 
was  the  pressure  on  the  time  of  the  loid 
Cbancellor  occasioned  by  hearing  appeals 
from  the  Master  of  the  Rolls.    The  are* 
ra^e   numbei   of  appeals  from   the  year 
1761  to  1765,  was  twelve;  and  the  aver- 
nge  number  from  1831  to  1835  was  fifty- 
five.     Now,  most  of  those  appeals  are  all 
matters  which  occupy  a  considerable  time ; 
those  appeals  can  none  of  them  be  matters 
of  course.     Of  others  it  mav  be  said  that 
many  of  them  occupy  scarcely  any  time, 
being  matters  of  course,  merely;    but  I 
think  it  unnecessary  to  separate  those  that 
may  be  considered  as  occupying;  no  time- 
it  appears  to  me  immaterial  to  endeavour 
to  separate  them  from   the  motions,  the 
time  consumed  by  which  is  great,  inas- 
much as  what  I  propose  to  submit  to  your 
Lordships  is  a  comparison  between  the  two 
periods,    and    the    two    descriptions    of 
motions  probably  bear  the  same  proportion 
to  each  other  in  the  one  period  as  in  the 
other.     I  have  now,  I  hope — and  1  trust 
for  ever — put  an  end  to  that  imputation 
which  has  been    cast  upon   the   present 
course  of  business  in  the  Court  of  Chan- 
cery, as  compared  with  the  course  of  busi- 
ness in   that  Court  to  the  time  of  Lord 
Hardwicke.     I  have  shown  that  there  be- 
ing now  a  in'cater  pressure  of  business,  a 
greater  amount  of  assistance  is  required  in 
that  Court  at  present  than  was  necessary 
in  Lord  Hardwicke*s  time.    And  here  let 
roe  say«  that  no  man  is  disposed  to  speak 
more  highly  than  1  am  of  the  character  of 
that  eminent  individual  as  a  judge;  no 
man  feels  more  sensibly  than  I  do  that  he 
is  entitled  to  the  highest  rank  for  his  ad- 
ministration of  jnstice  in  the  Court    of 
Equity.     Few,  indeed,  had  a  better  oppor- 
tunity of  judging  of  his  great  merits  than 
myself;  for  having  from  an  early  period 
been  trusted  by    Lord    Hardwicke    with 
his  manuscript  notes  made  in  his  capa* 
city  of  Lord  Chancellor,  I  was  enabled 
to   watch    and    ascertain    the    diligence 
with  which  that  great  lawyer  performed 
the    heary    and    important   duties    that 
devolved     on    him.       Notwithstanding, 
then,     that,    as    compared     with    the 
present  time,  it    appears  there   was  but 
a  small  portion  of   business  committed 
to  his  consideration,  yet  what  he  did  des- 
patch is  proved,  by  the  documents  to  which 
I  have  referred,  to  have  received  his  unre- 
mitting attention.    I  find  from  his  manu* 
leriptSi  not  ooly  that    be  took  copioua 


notes,  and  made  innumerable  private 
illustrations ;  but  that,  in  many  cases,  he 
did  that  which  I  am  satisfied  afibrds  the 
best  security  possible  that  a  judge  has 
properly  attended  to  the  case  bcfocwhim—- 
bis  judgments  were  not  delivered  at  the 
time  the  case  was  heard,  nor  were  they 
delivered  at  a  subsequent  period  upon 
what  might  be  recollected  of  the  circum- 
stances, or  upon  what  might  be  recalled  to 
the  mind  by  a  casual  reference  to  the  case, 
but  they  were  written  by  his  own  hand, 
and  delivered  by  him  from  what  he  had 
so  written.  This  mode,  which  was  much 
practised  by  him,  and  which,  in  my  opi- 
nion, must  have  tended  materially  to  raise 
the  great  name  that  belongs  to  his  memory, 
I  consider  it  always  adriseable,  where 
practicable,  for  judges  to  pursue.  I  do 
not  say  that  in  every  case  a  judge  should 
write  his  judgment;  but,  when  the  matter 
is  complicated,  and  requires  a  minute  at. 
tention  to  the  facts,  there  is  no  course  a 
judge  can  adopt  more  likely  to  lead  to 
right  conclusions,  than  the  habit  of  writing 
his  judgments,  and  delivering  them  from 
the  paper  he  has  so  written.  In  drawing 
a  comparison,  then,  between  the  time  of 
Lord  Hardwicke,  and  the  time  of  which 
I  am  now  speaking,  I  cannot  be  supposed 
to  detract  in  any  way  from  the  character 
of  that  highly- eminent  judge.  My  object 
has  been  to  rescue  the  Court  of  Chancery 
from  the  reproach  of  being  unable  now  to 
perform  the  d  uties  which  were  so  much  more 
easy  to  perform  in  the  lime  of  Lord  Hard- 
wicke. When  we  find  the  difference  in 
the  business  which  I  have  stated,  yoor 
Lordships  will  not  be  much  surprised  to 
learn  that  the  same  machinery,  that  the 
same  power,  is  not  now  able  to  carry  into 
effect  all  that  ought  to  be  done  in  the 
Court  of  Chancery,  though  it  was  effectaal 
for  the  accomplishment  of  ail  that  was 
necessary  in  the  year  1750.  The  other 
period  to  which  I  am  anxious  to  call  the 
attention  of  yoor  Lordships  is  the  year 
1813,  inasmuch  as  that  was  the  period  in 
which  it  was  found  indispensable  to  afibrd 
assistance  to  the  Court  of  Chancery. 
There  are,  indeed,  two  other  periods  to 
which  I  wish  to  direct  your  Lordships'  at* 
tention  ;  and  I  shall  now  state  the  resalt 
of  the  return  for  those  two  periods,  and 
the  reasons  why  I  selected  them.  The 
year  1813  I  selected  for  the  reason  I  have 
already  given.  (  also  selected  the  year 
1823,  because  in  that  year  there  was  a 
report  nude  by  a  Committee  of  tbia  Hooeei 
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to  whom  was  referred  the  inquiry,  what 
was  the  best  course  to  be  adopted  for  the 
purpose  of  despatching  the  business  of  the 
appeals  then  pending  ?     With  reference  to 
the  year  18  Ld,  I  take  the  average  of  the 
causes  set  down  for  hearing  in  the  years 
1810,1811,  and  1812,  to  ascertain  by  the 
average  of  those  three  years  what  was  the 
state  of  the  business  at  that  time  which 
created  the  necessity  of  appointing    the 
Court  of  Vice-Chancery.     1  find  that  the 
average  number  of  causes  set  down  was 
540.     Then  I  take  the  average  of  the  three 
years,  1823,  1824,  and  1825.  1  take  these 
three  years — beginning   with  1823 — that 
they  may  fall  in  with  the  three  years  of 
the  subsequent  period ^ — viz.,  1833,   1834, 
and  1835.     The  average  number  of  causes 
set  down  for   hearing,  during   the  three 
years  of  the  former  period  was  945 ;  the 
average  number  set  down  during  the  last 
three    years    was    1,301.     The  averages 
stand  thus,then: — 541  for  the  first  period ; 
945  for  the  second  period;  and  1,301  for 
the  present  time.     Referring  again  to  the 
same  source  of   information,   as  regards 
petitions,  1  find  the  average  number  during 
the  three  years  182],  1822,  and  1823,  to 
have  been  1,487  ;  and  in  1833,  1834,  and 
1835,  it  was  2,817.     The  appeals  to  the 
Court   of  Chancery   in  the    years    1810, 
18ll,nnd  1812,  were  on  the  average  16; 
in  IS21,  1822,  and   1823  they  were  42 ; 
and  in  1833,  1834,  and  1835  they  were  55. 
There  is   another  most  important  branch 
of  business,  which  has  occupied  so  much 
time,  which  has  interfered  so  much  with 
the  business  of  the  Court  as  to  have  been 
the  subject  of  great  complaint — I  mean 
the  motions,  with  respect  to  which  I  have 
not  thought   it  necessary  to  call  for  any 
returns,  and  for  this  reason — because,  in 
the  first  place,  the  labour  of  ascertaining 
the  number  of  the  motions  would  be  such 
that  I  thought  to  impose  it  would  be  to 
impose  too  severe  a  tax  on  the  officers  of 
the  Court,   whose  time  is  the  time  of  the 
public ;    and,  secondly,  because  a  large 
portion  of  the  motions  are  mere  motions 
of  course,  and  they  ought  to  be  separated 
in  such  a  return  from  the  others;  but 
■ome  alteration  having  taken  place  in  the 
practice  of  the  Court  by  which  motions  of 
coarse  are  distinguished,  the  result  would 
not  be  one  to  which  much  consequence 
could  be  attached,  inasmuch  as  it  would 
not  appear  what  proportion  of  the  mere 
motions  of  course  had  been  taken  into  the 
palcttlatioDi  or  what  proportion  had  been 


omitted.    As  my  object  is  to  bring  under 
the  consideration  of  the  House  the  relative 
importance  of  the  business,  and  as  I  have 
shown   the  time  occupied  by  the  causes, 
the   petitions,   and  appeals,  it  cannot  be 
doubted  that  the  other  most  important 
part  has  increased  at  least  in  the  same 
proportion  as  that  to  which  I  have  alluded. 
The  probability  is  that  it  has  increased  in 
a   greater  proportion,  because  experience 
has  proved,  that  when   there   is  a  great 
number  of  causes  depending  there   is   a 
considerable  increase  in   the  number  of 
motions.     If  a  cause  is  heard  and  disposed 
of,  whatever  may  become  of  it  a  new  ap- 
plication can  be  made.     But  the  mere  fact 
of  such  a  cause  being  in  Court,  not  only 
gives  the  opportunity  of  applying  by  way 
of  motion,  but  often  creates  the  necessity 
for   a   motion.     No  doubt,  therefore,  the 
motions  have  increased  in  the^ame  pro- 
portion with   the  other  business.     There 
is  another  branch,  and   I  shall  refer  to  it 
not  only  to  show  to  what  a  degree  the 
business  of  the  Court  of  Chancery  has  in- 
creased, but  to  show  to  your  Lordships 
how  important  that  machinery  is  to  which 
I  am  endeavouring  to  call  your  attention  ; 
1  mean  the  state  of  the  funds  in  the  hands 
of  the  Accomptant-general.     The   return 
to  which  1  am  about  to  advert  I  have  from 
the    Accomptant-generars    office.      The 
money  in  his  hands  in  the  year  1812,  the 
year  before  the  Vice-Chancery   Bill  was 
passed,   amounted   to   28,137,000/.,  and 
was   standing    to  the  account  of   6,266 
causes ;  the  sum  in  the  month  of  October 
last  year  was  39,780,000/.  standing  to  the 
account  of  10,229  causes.     Your   Lord- 
ships will   feel,  therefore,  that  it  is  of  no 
trifling   importance  that   a  Court  having 
such   a  wide  jurisdiction,  such  a  control 
over  immense  masses  of  property,  should 
be  administered  in  a  way  to  secure  to  the 
subject  not  only  the  due,  but  a  prompt 
administration  of  justice.     My  Lords,   it 
is  my  belief,  great  as  is  the  business  of  the 
Court  of  Chancery,  mighty  as  are  the 
functions  which  it  has  to  perform,  and  im- 
mense as  is  the  property  under  its  juris- 
diction, that  if  it  were  possible — as  I  hope 
it  will  be — to  remove  the  causes  of  the 
delay  which  occur  in  the  administration 
of  justice  in  that  Court,  it  would  be  re- 
sorted to  infinitely  more  than  it  has  been. 
The  public  require  the  interposition  of  such 
a  Court ;  but  they  make  great  sacriSces  to 
keep  out  of  it,  because  they  well  know  that 
the  pressure  of  business  preveota  it  from 
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performing  its  functions  speedily.    That,  ]  Chancery  he  has,  as  your  Lordships  know 


my  Lords,  I  say  is  evidenced  by  the  return 
to  which   I  will  now  ask  your  Lordships' 
attention.      Previous  to  the  year    1813, 
there  was  a  great  pressure  of  business  in 
the  Court;  there   was  considerable  diffi- 
culty experienced  in  getting  causes  heard  ; 
and  of  course   very  serious  impediments 
were  thrown  in  the  way  of  parties  obtain- 
ing that  which  it  was  their  object  to  obtain 
when  they  applied  to  it.     In  the  appoint- 
ment of  the   Vice-Chancery  Court,  how- 
ever, the  public  had  held  out  to  them  the 
prospect  of  a  more  speedy  administration ; 
and  the  consequence  was,  that  there  was  al- 
most immediately  a  rush  of  suitors  to  that 
court.  Now  there  was  nothing  at  that  time 
to  induce  such  an  influx  of  business,  except 
that,  by  the  appointment  of  a  new  judge, 
there  was  presented  the  prospect  to  par- 
ties of  obtaining  a  speedy  decision  upon 
their  causes.     That  appears  the  necessary 
conclusion,  from  a  comparison  of  the  num- 
ber of  causes  and  the  number  of  bills  filed 
immediately  before,  with  the  number  of 
causes  and  the  number  of  bills  filed  im- 
mediately after  the  passing  of  the  Bill  for 
the  establishment  of  the  Vice-Chancery 
Court.     During  the  three  years  before  the 
passing  of  that   Act»  the  average  number 
of  causes  set  down    for  hearing  was  540  ; 
during  the  three  years  after  the  passing  of 
the  Act  the  average  number  of  causes  set 
down  for  hearing  was  717.     The  average 
number  of  the  causes  set  down  for  hearing 
during  the  five  years  before  that  period 
was   1,830;  the   average  number  during 
the  five  years  after  was  2,236.     What  the 
number  is   now    I  am  not  aware,  but  it 
greatly  exceeds  what  I  have  stated.     Now 
here  is  a  sudden   increase — we   see   the 
pressure  of  business  taken  off,  andthepro- 
bability  presented  of  obtaining  speedy  jus- 
tice, and  suddenly  there  is  the  very  great 
increase   which  I  have  described — when  I 
say  suddenly,  I  mean  that  there  is  an  in- 
crease from  1 ,830  bills  filed  to  2,236.  Having 
called  your  Lordships'  attention  to  the  pro- 
portion of  the  business  found  to  exist  in  the 
Court  of  Chancery  at  these  several  periods, 
1  will  next  advert  to  certain  proceedings  in 
this   House,  which  are   immediately  con- 
nected with  the  present  subject.     I  need 
not  tell  your  Lordships  that  great  difliculty 
has  always  been  felt — in  modern  times  at 
least — as  to  how  the  attention  of  the  Lord 
Chancellor  was  to  be  divided  between  his 
duties  in  the  Court  of  Chancery  and  his  du- 
ties  in    this  House.    In   the    Court    of 


a  most  important  duty  to  perform ;  your 
Lordships  are  also  aware  of  the  nature  of 
the  duties  he  has  to  perform  here.     There 
appears  to  have  commenced,  from  the  year 
1813,   owing  to  the  great -pressure  of  the 
business  in  this  House  and  in  the  Court  of 
Chancery,   a  sort   of  contest  between  the 
,two  jurisdictions  as  to  which  should  have 
the  services  of  the  Lord  Chancellor  for  the 
time  being.     Accordingly,  in  the  year  1818 
— whereas  it  had  been  the  practice  for  the 
Lord  Chancellor  to  sit  each  morning  in  the 
Court  of  Chancery,   and  to  come  to  this 
House  not  long  before  the  public  business 
commenced,   for  the  purpose  of  proceeding 
with  the  appeals — in  1813,  it  being  found, 
that  devoting  so  small  a  portion  of  the  day 
to  the  hearing  of  appeals  not  only  occasioned 
great  expense   to   the   parties,    as   it  un- 
doubtedly did,  but  also  interfered  with  the 
due  administration  of  justice,  it  was  deter- 
mined  that  the  Lord  Chancellor  should  sit 
in  this  House  the  whole  of  the  days  that 
were  devoted  to  the  hearing  of  appeals,  and 
it  was  fixed,  that  on  three  days  in  the  week 
the  Lord  Chancellor  should  so  sit  in  this 
House.     That  arrangement  greatly  inter- 
fered with  the  business  of  the   Court  of 
Chancery  in  various  ways.     It  interfered 
by  taking  him  out  of  the  Court  of  Chancery 
during  the  Session  of  Parliament  for  three 
days  out  of  the  six ;  it  interfered  also  by 
breaking  into  the  discussion.     Almost  all 
the  cases  which  came  before  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor' are  cases  requiring  a  solemn  inquiry, 
are  complicated  in  their  details,   and  give 
rise   to  more  than  one  day's    discussion. 
Now,  nothing  can  be  more  inconvenient — 
and  it  is  an  inconvenience  which  exists  at 
the  present  time — than  for  any  regulation 
to  exist,   which  makes  it  necessary  for  the 
judge  in  the  Court  of  Chancery  almost  in- 
variably to  break  oiT  in  the  middle  of  the 
cause.  It  hardly  ever  happened,  either  in  this 
House  or  in  the  Court  of  Chancery,  that 
the  hearing  of  the  cause  was  finished  in  one 
day,   and  the  consequence  has  been  that  it 
has  scarcely  ever  happened  that  a  cause  could 
be  proceeded  with  to  the  end  uninterruptedly. 
If  the  hearing  of  a  cause  was  commenced 
in  the   Court   of  Chancery,  it  had  to  be 
broken  off  that  the  Lord  Chancellor  might 
give  his  attendance  in  this  House,  here  to 
begin  the  hearing  of  a  cause  which  had 
to  be  broken  ofiTfor  public  business,  and  the 
next  day  the  hearing  of  the  unfinished 
cause  in  the  Court  of  Chancery  was  re. 
sumed.     It  is  obvious,  that  where  great  at« 
tentioQ  is  required  to  a  detail  of  the  factij 
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wliere  the  case  is  important  and  so  compli- 
cated as  to  require  that  the  whole  mind  be 
devoted  to  it  in  order  to  master  the  subject 
in  its  various  bearings,  nothing  can  be  more 
inconvenient  than  wr  the  individual  to  be 
withdrawn  from  its  consideration  till  it  is 
concluded,  and  be  withdrawn  from  its  con- 
sideration iu  order  to  give  attention  to  the 
cause  of  some  other  parties,   a  cause,  per- 
haps, of  equal   difficulties,  and  demanding, 
no  less  than  the  other,  undivided  attention. 
These  observations,  my  Lords,  must  show 
I   will  not  say  the  necessity,  because  the 
history  of  the  past  proceedings  of  the  Court 
of  Chancery  and  of  this  House  proves  that 
there  is  no  absolute  necessity,  but  the  ad. 
ventage  of  a  change— it  establishes  at  least 
this,  that  when  a  man  has  commenced  a 
difficult  task,  he  should  be  permitted  to  go 
on  with  it  to  the  end.     As  I  shall  have 
more  particularly  to  apply  these  observations 
hereafter,   I  wUl  leave  the  subject  for  the 
present,   requesting  your  Lordships  not  to 
lose  sight  of  the  principle  for  which  I  con- 
tend, that  according  to  the  natural  consti- 
tution of  the  mind,  it  must  be  most  incon. 
venient  to  have  the  mind  of  the  judge  di« 
verted  from  the  business  in  which  he  has 
engaged,  before  he  has  brought  it  to  a  close. 
It  so  went  on  from  1813,   ^r  the  next  ten 
years ;  and  in  the  year  18£d  a  Committee  of 
this  House  made  a  Report,  one  passage  of 
which  I  will  take  the  liberty  of  reading  to 
your  I/ordships.     At  that  time  there  was  a 
great  arrear  of  appeals.     There  were  225 
appeals  waiting   unheard  in  this  Ileuse  ; 
there  were  five  years  of  arrears  ;    that  is, 
the  parties  who  appealed,  according  to  the 
then  state  of  business,  had  to  wait  five 
years  before  there  was  any  prospect  of  their 
appeal  being  heard.     The  Report  contains 
this  passage  ;  it  is  near  the  commencement 
and  on  that  Report,  and  on  the  opinions  so 
stated,  all  the  subsequent  recommendations 
of  this  Report  proceed  : — *'  There  is  now  a 
manifest    impossibility    that    any    person 
holding  the  Great  Seal  can  find  the  time 
that  is  required   for   the  business  of  the 
Court  of  Chancery  and  the  Hoiue  of  Lords, 
and  all  the  other  great  and  arduous  duties 
that  devolve  on  hira."     As  a  remedy  for 
this,  it  was  proposed  that  there  shall  be  ap- 
pointed certain   distinguished   individuals, 
lawyers,  for  the  purpose  of  assisting  in  hear- 
ing appeals  and   writs  of    error  in   this 
House.  It  was  proposed,  that  certain  persons 
should  be  appointed  especially  to  preside  over 
the  hearing  of  appeals  ;   that  such  an  indi- 
vidual might  not  be  a  Member  of    this 
House^  but  that  the  individual  who  shall 


be  80  appointed  to  preside  at  the  hearing 
of  appeals,  shall  have  power  to  declare  his 
opinion^  as  judges  and  privy  councillor^  do 
when  required.  A  Return  is  on  your  Lord« 
ships'  Table,  showing  what  was  the  course 
adopted  in  pursuance  of  that  recommenda* 
tion  of  the  Committee  of  this  House,  and 
commencing  with  the  year  1 824.  Your  Lord- 
ships will  find  that  the  sittings  of  this  House 
were  divided  between  the  Lord  Chancellor 
and  those  other  persons  who  were  appointed 
to  preside  over  the  hearing  of  appeals.  Lord 
Ginbrd  appears  to  have  been  the  first  per- 
son who  presided  in  that  character.     Lord 
Giffbrd  was  a  peer.     Then  there  was  the 
Lord  Chief  Baron  ;  then  there  was  the 
Master  of  the  Rolls,  who  was  not  a  peer. 
— ^he  presided  for  a  considerable  time  as 
Speaker  of  the  House  to  hear  appeals.    At 
the  same  time  there  was  a  considerable 
number  of  days  on  which  it  appears  the 
Lord  Chancellor  sat.     There  was  then^  as 
I  have  stated  to  your  Lordships,  an  arrear 
of  five  years  of  appeals ;  there  was  a  ne- 
cessity, therefore,  for  sitting  on  every  day 
but  Saturday,  and  five  days  io  the  week 
this  House  did  sit^    The  necessity  of  the 
case  justified  that  arrangement.      There 
being  an  arrear  of  five  years*  duration,  and 
an  impossibility  of  a  suitor  being  heard 
without  waiting  for  five  years,  some  fe- 
cial remedy  was   called  for — some  depar- 
ture from  previous  practice — some  course 
which  would  enable  this  House  to  hear 
the  appeals  that  were  before  it.     But  was 
that  a  course  which  anything  but  necessity 
would  justify?      Your   Lordships'    court 
constitutes  the   highest  court  of  jurisdic 
tion — ^it    gives    jurisdiction  to  all    other 
courts — it  is  that  from  which  there  is  no 
appeal-*whose  decisions  of  law  are  to  be 
taken  as  law  in  all  other  courts ;  and  is 
not  that  jurisdiction  the  jurisdiction  which 
is  entitled  not  only  to  the  assistance  of  the 
individual  who  holds   the  highest  judicial 
office,  but  is  it  not  expedient  that  every 
other  jurisdiction  where  they  clash  should 
give   way,   to  give  a  precedence  to  this 
House,  and  limit  the  course  of  appeal?     t 
do  not  say  that  others  may  not  be  compe. 
tent,  but  whoever  holds  the  highest  judi- 
cial office  in  this  country,  he  is  the  indi- 
vidual who  ought  to  preside  in  the  highest 
judicial   court  of  this  kingdom.     I   will 
here  suggest  another  inconvenience.     Id 
all  courts  of  law  there  is  a  great  ad  van. 
tage  derived  from  the  same  individual  pre* 
siding,  that  there  may  not  be  a  judge  of 
one  way  of  thinking  at  one  ,time,  and  at 
another  time  another  judge  perhaps  equHUy 
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•mtneiity  equally  competent,  but  possiUy 
DOl  exactly  of  the  same  way  of  thipking. 
It  has  been  found  that  thoae  judges  have 
had  their  decisioDs  roost  revered,  and  have 
been  most  successful,  who  have  the  longest 
presided    over    their    respective    courts. 
jTbey  have  an  opportunity  of  seeing  the 
effects  of  their  different  decisions,  and  of 
varying  them  according  to  the  varying  state 
of  society.     Thus  it  is,  that  Lord  Hard* 
wicke  is  said  to  have  *'  built  up  a  system 
of  equity."      The  necessity    of  the  case 
justified  the  course  which  was  taken,  and 
the  result  was,  that  after  a  certain  num- 
ber of  years,  by  the  assistance  of  indivi- 
duals, the  great  arrear  was  very  much 
subdued.     Though,  however,  it  was  much 
subdued,  yet  it  required  constant  exertion 
to  keep  it  down ;  if  the  exertions  were  to 
be  relaxed  only  for  a  time,  it  would  inevi- 
tably rise  up  again.     It  is  not,  therefore, 
for  the  interest  of  the  subjects-it  cannot 
*be  just  for  the  suitor,  that  any  accumu- 
lation should  be  permitted  in  this  House. 
I  take  it  to  be  an  admitted  principle,  that 
there    should    be    found    the    means  of 
speedily  hearing  the  appeals  that  are  pre- 
sented, and  the  individuals  whose  duty  it 
should  be  to  hear  those  appeals,  are  not 
only  the  highest  judicial  officers  of  the 
Crown,  but  persons  who  should  sit  per- 
manently, and  not  be  taken,  as  chance 
may  direct,  from   their  duties.     Having 
called  your  Lordships'    attention   to  the 
state  of  the  business  of  this  House,  and  to 
the  various  periods  to  which  I  have  ad« 
verted,  I  will  now  state  to  your  Lordships 
what  is  the  present  state  of  the  business 
of  the  Court  of  Chancery.     It  has  been 
said— >and  inaccurately  said — that  the  pr& 
sent  arrears  of  the   two  courts — I  mean 
the  Court  of    Chancery  and    the  Vice- 
Chancery,  though,  properly  speaking,  they 
are,  perhaps,  but  one — it  has  been  said, 
that  the  present  arrears  are  800  causes; 
they  are  not  so  much,  it  appears  they  are 
not  quite  700.     They  are  more  than  600, 
but  they  are  not  700.    The  average  num- 
ber of  causes  which  have  been  disposed  of 
in   the    last   three    years   is   1,202;  the 
average  number  set  down  for  hearing  is 
1,501.     Therefore,  there  is,  according  to 
the  present  state  of  business  in  the  Court 
of  Chancery,  not  only  a  large  arrear  where 
there  ought  not  to  be  any ;  but,  comparing 
the  average  number  of  causes  set  down  for 
hearing  with  the  average  number  of  causes 
heard,  there  is  an  increase,  which  must 
make  a  considerable  annual  addition.     It 
follows  of  necessity,  that  the  present  ma- 


chinery of  the  Court  of  Chancery  is  not 
adequate  to  perform  the  duties  required  of 
it.  My  Lords,  it  would  be  most  astonish'^ 
ing  to  me  if  it  were;  for  when  I  call  your 
attention  to  the  increase  which  has  taken 
place  in  the  average,  from  the  year  1823 
down  to  the  present  time;  it  would  in- 
deed  be  most  extraordinary,  if  that  which 
was  considered  only  adequate  to  the  busi- 
ness when  it  was  so  much  less,  were  ade«» 
quate  to  it  now,  when  it  was  so  very  mudi 
extended.  I  have  stated,  my  Lords,  what 
is  the  business  of  the  original  hearing  of 
causes  which  comes  before  those  branches 
of  the  courts  whose  duty  it  is  to  hear  and 
dispose  of  them  in  the  first  instance.  I 
will  next  describe  the  state  of  the  appellate 
jurisdiction.  It  appears  that  the  average 
number  of  appeals  in  the  Court  of 
Chancery  from  1818-*-!  mean  the  average 
number  of  appeals  standing  for  hearing-— 
the  average  number  from  1818  to  1881 
varie^from  80  to  ISO.  I  do  not  give  this 
as  an  accurate  average,  but  as  a  general 
result  from  the  figures.  The  average  for 
some  time  before  1881  was  441  in  each 
year.  In  1881  there  was  a  most  extra- 
ordinary exertion  made.  A  noble  Lordj 
whom  I  am  proud  to  call  my  friend,  and 
whose  absence,  on  account  of  ilLhealth, 
every  individual  who  hears  me,  I  am  sure> 
deeply  laments — that  noble  Lord  made,  in 
the  year  I  have  named,  a  most  miraculous 
exertion,  and  the  result  was,  that  in  1831 
no  less  than  1 47  appeals  were  heard.  Those 
efforts,  added  to  the  other  extraordinary 
exertions  of  my  noble  Friend,  as  is  proved 
by  the  present  state  of  his  health,  went 
beyond  human  power.  Certain  it  is,  how* 
ever,  that  the  public  had  the  benefit  of  my 
noble  Friend's  exertions. 

The  147  appeals  were  disposed  of  in  one 
year.  The  arrears  of  the  Court  of  Chancery 
were  for  the  time  annihilated-^ there  were 
no  arrears  of  which  any  suitor  could  com- 
plain— still  it  was  evident  the  slightest 
interruption  would  produce  a  fresh  accumu- 
lation. At  the  present  moment,  I  may  sayj 
there  is  no  arrear.  It  has  been  my  fate 
to  see — what  I  believe  has  not  been  seen 
before  for  a  century  past — a  paper  for  the 
causes  of  the  day  containing  two  appeals^ 
with  a  note  at  the  bottom  announcing^ 
*'  There  are  no  further  appeals  ready  for 
hearing."  That  I  attribute  to  no  exertions 
of  my  own,  for  I  have  not  the  time,  if  I 
had  the  ability,  to  subdue  that  arrear  of 
business.  I  do  not  attribute  it,  then,  to  any 
exertions  of  my  own,  but  to  the  exertions 
of  those  who  have  gone  before  met    Since 
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I  had  the  honour  of  being  appointed  the 
First  Commissioner  of  the  Great  Seal,  it 
was  not  in  the  power  of  myself  or  my 
brother  Commissioners— consistently  with 
the  performance  of  our  other  duties — to 
devote  a  large  portion  of  time  to  the  hear- 
ing of  appeals  in  the  Court  of  Chancery. 
In  fact^  there  were  but  two  days  in  each 
week  devoted  to  that  purpose.  Before  I 
acciepted  that  appointment,  I  thought  it  my 
duty  to  consider  whether  I  could  perform 
the  duties  of  it  without  neglecting  the 
other  duties  which  it  would  be  incumbent 
on  me- to  perform,  and  the  arrangement  I 
made  was  with  the  Vice-Chancellor,  that 
neither  one  nor  the  other  should  be  less 
devoted  to  their  Courts  than  if  the  appoint- 
ment of  Commissioners  of  the  Great  Seal 
were  not  to  take  place ;  but  that  arrange- 
ment left  only  two  days  in  the  vfeek  on 
which  it  was  possible  to  sit,  with  the  addi- 
tion of  some  days  that  were  borrowed  from 
the  vacations  to  make  up  the  time.  It  is  a 
mistake  to  say  that  the  appeal  business  of 
the  Court  of  Chancery  cannot  be  kept 
under  ;  it  is  down  now,  and  may  be  kept 
down  without  devoting  a  large  amount  of 
time  to  that  Court.  Two  days  a  week  from 
the  month  of  April  till  January  were  suffi- 
cient for  that  purpose.  When  I  come  to 
another  part  of  the  subject  I  beg  your 
Lordships  to  recollect  what  I  am  now  stat- 
ing, because  I  think  it  proves  that  the 
Lord  Chancellor  may  not  only  get  through 
all  the  appeal  business  of  the  Court  of 
Chancery,  but  will  have  a  considerable  pro- 
portion of  time  which  he  may  devote  to 
other  business.  I  have  now  brought  down 
to  the  present  time  the  state  of  the  Court 
of  Chancery,  and  in  a  few  words  1  will  call 
the  attention  of  your  Lordships  to  the  state 
of  the  appeal  business  in  this  House.  The 
last  year  was  one  most  favourable  to  the 
despatch  of  business  of  that  description. 
There  was  my  noble  and  learned  Frieud  to 
whom  I  have  alluded,  and  my  noble  and 
learned  Friend  the  noble  Baron,  whom  I 
see  in  his  place,  whp  devoted  much  of  their 
time  to  the  despatch  of  the  business  of  this 
House,  and  a  large  number  of  appeals  were 
disposed  of,  in  addition  to  that  most  heavy 
cause.  Small  v.  At t wood,  which  occupied 
the  time  of  this  House  during  a  considerable 
portion  of  the  last  Session,  and  which,  I 
am  sorry  to  say,  must  occupy  a  very  large 
portion  of  the  time  of  this  House  whenever 
we  think  it  our  duty  to  resume  the  consider- 
ation of  it.  It  is  obvious,  then,  that  the 
appeal  causes  in  this  House  cannot  be  kept 
down  without  a  constant  and  vigilant  atten- 


tion to  the  interest  of  the  suitors*  They 
may,  however,  be  kept  down  by  devoting 
that  portion  of  time  to  them  which  was 
given  to  them  during  the  last  Session.  The 
case  to  which  I  have  referred  is  an  illustra- 
tion of  the  necessity  of  having  a  powerful 
machinery  in  this  House  to  keep  down  the 
arrears.  According  to  the  calculations 
made  by  the  parties  in  that  cause,  if  the 
hearing  of  it  were  to  commence  imme- 
diately, and  proceeded  at  the  rate  of  three 
days  in  the  week,  it  would  scarcely  be  com. 
pleted  within  the  probable  duration  of  this 
Session.  If  that  be  the  state  of  things,  what 
is  to  become  of  the  other  suitors  ?  That 
involves  a  serious  question  for  this  House  to 
decide.  Is  the  attention  of  the  House  to  be 
denied  to  this  particular  cause,  or  is  this 
cause  to  be  heard,  and  is  a  hearing  to  be 
denied  to  the  multitude  ?  That  question, 
I  say,  must  be  decided  by  the  Committee 
of  Appeals.  But  let  me  now  say,  that 
great  inconvenience  arose  from  this  House* 
not  having  the  power  of  exercising  through- 
out the  year  the  jurisdiction  which  belongs 
to  it  as  the  ultimate  Court  of  Appeal  of  this 
kingdom.  There  is  another  part  of  the 
jurisdiction  of  this  country  which  is  nearly 
connected  with  the  appellate  jurisdiction  of 
this  House,  and  to  which  I  wish  to  call  the 
attention  of  your  Lordships — I  mean  the 
jurisdiction  of  the  Privy  Council  in  matters 
of  appeal.  Not  only  has  the  Privy  Council 
to  discharge  all  that  business  which  pe« 
culiarly  belongs  to  it,  arising  from  the 
colonies,  but  by  a  modem  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment, all  the  important  functions  of  the 
House  of  Delegates.  Various  other  duties 
are  also  imposed  on  it  by  modem  Acts  of 
Parliament.  It  appears  to  me  that,  by 
some  modification  of  the  existing  system,  it 
might  be  made  as  good  a  tribunal  for  dis« 
charging  these  important  functions  as  could 
be  devised.  The  Bill  establishing  the  ju- 
dicial Committee  of  the  Privy  Council  had 
this  defect — it  did  not  make  it  the  duty  of 
any  one  individual  to  superintend  and  watch 
over  the  judicial  business  of  that  Court. 
There  were  numerous  individuals  who  con- 
stituted the  Members  of  the  judicial  Com. 
mittee,  and  there  was  no  one  whose  duty  it 
was  to  attend  to  it,  or  who  was  answerable 
for  the  proper  performance  of  the  duties. 
The  consequence  was,  that  that  high  tri- 
bunal has  been  open  to  the  great  inconveni- 
ence of  a  change  from  time  to  time,  even 
from  day  to  day,  of  the  officers  who  attended 
to  administer  justice  there.  Such  are  the 
inconveniences  that  exist  at  present  in  these 
three  great  tribunals— the  House  of  Lordi^ 
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the  Privy  Coundl,  and  the  Court  of 
Chancery.  It  is  now  my  duty  to  endeavour 
to  find  some  remedy  by  which  those  incon. 
veniences  can  be  remedied.  My  Lords,  in 
applying  ourselves  to  the  conoderation  of 
that  question,  it  behoves  us  to  consider  it 
weU.  In  the  Court  of  Chancery,  the  great, 
the  crying  evil  is,  the  want  of  an  individual 
who  might  be  at  the  head  of  that  court  to 
perform  the  important  duties  belonging  to 
It,  and  who  could  devote  himself  to  those 
duties  without  having  his  attention  directed 
to  other  matters — without  being  called 
away  to  other  duties.  As  in  the  case  of 
other  legal  tribunals,  he  should  be  able  to 
devote  his  whole  time,  his  whole  talents, 
and  his  whole  industry  to  the  high  duties 
of  the  court  intrusted  to  him.  Why  should 
the  Court  of  Chancery  be  placed  on  a  dif- 
ferent footing  from  other  courts?  Is  its 
business  less  important,  or  has  he  who  pre- 
sides over  it  less  important  functions  to  per^ 
form?  I  think  I  have  stated  enough  to  show, 
that  whether  we  regard  its  functions  or  the 
amount  of  property  under  its  control,  it 
'  far  exceeds  in  importance  any  other  court, 
or,  I  may  say,  all  the  other  courts  put 
together.  The  first  measure,  then,  which  I 
have  to  propose  is  to  provide  for  the  Court 
of  Chancery  a  permanent  judge,  able  to 
devote  himself  to  the  business  of  the  court, 
and  whose  attention  should  not  be  called 
away  to  other  subjects.  The  great  evil 
which  exists  at  the  present  moment  in  the 
appellate  jurisdiction  of  this  House  is,  that 
during  the  greater  portion  of  the  year  it  is 
shut  from  the  suitor.  It  can  only,  as  at  pre- 
sent constituted,  administer  justice  during 
the  period  of  the  Session ;  for  six  months 
therefore— for  one-half  of  the  year,  those 
who  are  suitors  to  this  House,  who  are 
appellants  or  respondents,  have  no  tribunal 
to  apply  to.  They  have  no  means  of 
bringing  their  cases  on  for  decision  during 
that  time,  and  if  they  cannot  accomplish 
their  object  of  having  their  appeal  heard 
during  the  Session,  there  is  an  end  of  the 
appeal  for  six  months  to  come.  The  case 
which  I  before  referred  to  exemplifies  this 
strongly.  It  proceeded  for  nineteen  days, 
and  then,  from  the  length  of  the  argument, 
a  question  arose  as  to  what  probability 
there  was  that  it  would  be  concladed 
during  that  Session.  If  it  was  not  to  be 
finished  in  that  time,  it  was  obviously  un- 
just to  press  one  party  to  complete  his 
case,  inasmuch  as,  during  the  recess,  the 
facts  might  escape  the  recollection  of  those 
who  would  have  to  decide  upon  it,  and 
then  to  allow  the  other  party  to  commence 
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his  case  at  the  commencement  of  the  next 
Session.  The  only  just  course,  therefore^ 
which  could  be  taken  was  to  prevent  the 
case  from  proceeding  further,  the  parties 
having  permission  to  resume  it  next  Sea* 
sion.  Unfortunately  it  happens,  that  it  is 
impossible  to  resume  the  discussion  before 
the  same  individuals  who  heard  it  before. 
What  course  then  can  be  adopted  ?  This 
evil  arises  from  this  House  not  being  aUe 
to  continue  hearing  appeals  after  the  close 
of  the  Session.  The  very  case  which  I 
have  just  described  may  occur  again.  The 
argument  may  be  once  more  commenced : 
from  its  great  length  no  man  can  pro- 
phesy, with  any  certainty,  when  it  will  be 
concluded.  Suppose  it  were  commenced, 
and  suppose,  owing  to  the  length  of  the 
discussion,  or  to  the  Session  being  speedily 
terminated,  the  parties  are  left  in  the  same 
predicament  as  before.  Could  anything 
be  more  injurious-— could  anything  be  more 
destructive  to  their  interests?  The  ex- 
pense is  perfectly  enormous — ^it  is  frightful. 
What  remedy,  I  say,  can  be  applied  to  the 
evil  ?  As  this  House  constitutes  the  high- 
est tribunal  for  appeals  in  this  country, 
and  as  the  suitor  may  sue  where  he  pleases, 
in  my  opinion  he  ought  never  to  have  this 
court  of  justice  shut  to  him.  Close  it,  if 
you  please,  so  far  as  it  concerns  its  legislative 
powers ;  prorogue  it  or  adjourn  it  accord- 
ing  to  the  old  constitutional  form,  but 
allow  it  to  continue  to  sit  for  strictly  judi«- 
cial  purposes.  It  is  then  said,  that  con- 
nected with  any  scheme  for  the  improve, 
ment  of  the  judicial  system,  something 
ought  to  be  done  with  regard  to  the  Court 
of  Review*  When  I  speak  of  that,  I  must 
call  to  your  Lordships'  recollection  the 
period  when  it  was  established,  and  the 
purpose  it  was  intended  to  answer.  I  be. 
lieve  these  were  the  circumstances.  I  have 
lived  long  enough  in  the  Court  of  Chan, 
eery  to  know  that  there  was  not  a  grievance 
more  pressing  than  the  necessity  of  attend- 
ing to  the  business  of  bankruptcy.  The 
subject  being  brought  before  the  House  of 
Commons  in  1823,  Sir  Samuel  Ronully 
stated,  that  of  all  the  suggestions  he  had 
heard  for  redressing  the  inconveniences  of 
the  Court  of  Chancery,  none  were  so  likely 
to  be  beneficial  as  the  removal  of  the 
bankruptcy  business  of  that  court.  I  be« 
lieve  that  was  the  universal  feeling^-be. 
yond  all  question  it  was  my  own,  and 
when  the  proposal  came  into  the  House  of 
Commons,  I  thought  it  my  duty  to  sup. 
port  it.  The  complaint  is,  that  the  Court 
in  question  has  not  sufficient  business  to 
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Unw  liMM4f|»^»u^  m  msfXte^uHy,  (hat  the  ' 
mW  ff«it  h««  Us«y.«M;  itXwfM  •uper6uoof«  < 
l<4^^  i»f  l>^4«,  I  wiJl  iM/t  <3i>^uAie  from  ! 
ytm,  ckiut  Hi  eli*  |^«i«eiit  uutaueni  the  Oujt 
4/  tii^view  hm  nni  ^dtp^uau  dutiei  to 
l^imn;  Md  f  tm  iU«o  ready »  quite 
mtt4|r,  to  fldmit,  ihu  it  if  the  dttiy  ai 
OiMrenyMent  not  only  to  direa  attention 
to  tlm  existing  evift  in  the  fyitem  of 
W^  M  in  •very  other  department  of  the 
9UiUi,  hut  to  lee  and  ooniider  iiotr  theie 
•viU  may  im  remedied.  In  reference  to 
the  (!/Mirt  alt  lUvUtw,  however,  thouffh  the 
feet  of  iui  ffreeily  krAaened  extent  m  huti* 
MM  \manl  bfive  edmitted,  vet  I  cannot 
my,  thfti  I  think  m^y  chenffe  in  it  esn,  st 
the  pr<i«ent  moment,  )mi  Mlely  or  Natiiifac* 
torily  miMle  |  and  I  will,  in  one  word,  give 
ymir  LordthlpM  my  reaion.  My  Lordt,  a 
meanure  wa«  leii  yenmeiit  up  to  this  Houie 
from  the  linuM  of  (!ommon»,  which  your 
Liordililpii  had  not  time  to  atund  to  at  tlie 
lalff  jwritMl  of  the  HenHltm  ut  which  st  came 
baft)re  you.  I  allude  to  the  Dill  for  the 
Abolltipn  of  Imprinonment  for  Debt.  My 
I«(irilN|  it  In  my  intcnticm  at  ihu  eorlicat 
poMihle  nuimt'nt,  ufler  I  have  found  time 
Ui  vouildiT  the  details  of  that  me^avure.  to 
brliin  ii  iiuder  yniir  Lordahipa'  n>TiNldera. 
lian.    Ily  iha  machinery  of  thut  lUU,  if  it 
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nM»t  of  the  nomher  of  hiDa  filed  in  tihe 
equity  ode  of  the  Court  cfExc^efBer.  At 
I  have  atated,  the  avenge  mndxr  of  caaea 
before  the  Court  of  Chaneeij,  for  die  kat 
three  yean,  haa  heeo  1,300,  there  havia^g 
been  a  gradual  incrcaie  ia  the  huMwm  h&* 
fore  that  Court  for  a  nomher  of  yean  pot. 
The  retunif  from  the  Cooit  of  Esdiequer 
are  from  the  year  1520  to  thepreaeattime  ; 
and,     unlike    thoee   from  the   Court  of 
Chancery,  eidufait  no  increaae,  hot,  00  the 
contrary,  a  slight  decreaae.    The  aven^ 
number  of  caiei before  the  equity  side  of  the 
Court  of  Exchequer^  in  the  pcviod  I  have 
mentioned,  appears  to  be  hut  ISO  a-year« 
whiks  that  before  the  Court  of  Chancery  is 
1,500.    My  Lords,  what  haa  heen  sug* 
gested  on  this  suhjeet  is,  that  the  equity 
jurisdiciion  now  performed  by  the  Court  of 
Exchequer  should  be  trantferred  to  thq 
Court  of   Chancery,    to   which  it  nore 
properly  belongs,  but,  as  your  Lordships 
will  at  once  see,  this  cannot  be  done  in  the 
prcKont  state  of  the  latter  Court,  unleis 
M>me  further  Judicial  aid  be  given  to  it 
Hero,  however,  it  u  suggested,  that  the 
msoliinery  now  in  existence  for  the  purpoaes 
of  aquity  in  the  Court  ^  Exchequer^  wbiok 
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is  now  kept  in  operation  for  transacting  the 
business  of  120  cases  a- year,  will^  if  tbe 
proposed  change  he  made,  cease  to  he  re- 
quired at  that  Court ;  and  the  question  is^ 
therefore,  whether  it  cannot  he  made  avail- 
able for  the  despatch  of  the  thus  increased 
business  of  the  Court  of  Chancery  ?  This 
is  a  point  which  well  merits  consideration. 
My  Lords,  if  what  I  am  now  about  to  sub- 
mit  to  your  consideration  should  meet  with 
your  assent,  and  that  of  the  other  branches 
of  the  Legislature,  its  beneficial  effect  will 
be  to  make  a  grei^  alteration  in  the  Court 
of  Chancery,  by  furnishing  it  with  the 
means  of  carrying  into  effect  its  duties  with 
more  facility  than  it  has  hitherto  had  the 
power  of  duing,  by  leaving  it  in  exclusive 
possession  of  ils  head,  whose  undivided  at. 
tention  will  thenceforth  be  applied  to  the 
business  before  the  Court;  and  I  cannot 
but  think,  that  until  we  have  had  full  op-* 
portunity  of  seeing  how  the  additional  fa- 
cilities thus  afforded  will  enable  the  Court 
of  Chancery  to  get  rid  of  the  arrears  of 
business  before  tt,  and  to  despatch  new 
cases,  it  will  be  hardly  advisable  or  expedi- 
ent for  us  to  make  any  of  the  further  aU 
terations  which  have  been  suggested.  With 
this  feeling,  in  what  I  shall  have  the  hon- 
our to  recommend  to  your  Lordships,  much 
of  that  which  has  occupied  the  attention  of 
the  public,  and  much  of  that  which  many 
distinguished  and  learned  individuals  have 
suggested  as  expedient,  has  been  omitted. 
At  the  same  time,  my  Lords,  those  parties 
who  think  that  more  ought  to  be  done  upon 
this  subject^  who  conceive  that  the  plan 
suggested  is  not  equal  to  what  they  look 
upon  as  the  necessity  of  the  case,  will,  I 
think  and  hope,  agree  with  me,  that  at  least 
as  far  as  it  goes,  it  is  a  decided  improvement 
on  the  existing  system,  and  is  a  considerable 
advance  towards  promoting  the  final  result 
which  their  view  of  the  case  leads  them  to 
desire.  Your  Lordships  will  admit,  that 
it  is,  at  any  rate,  safe  not  to  do  too 
much  in  the  first  instance ;  and  that  having 
once  set  on  foot  an  improvement,  which  it 
is  anticipated  will  be  satisfactory  and  effi- 
cient, not  to  take  additional  steps  until 
it  is  found  that  the  first  attempt  has  failed 
in  producing  the  desired  object.  My  Lords, 
I  am  sanguine  as  to  the  entire  successof  the 
measure  I  am  about  to  propose,  for  I  con- 
ceive that  when  we  have  decided  that  there 
shall  be  a  judge  at  the  head  of  the  Court  of 
Chancery,  whose  time  and  talents  shall  be 
solely  applied  to  the  business  of  that  Court, 
there  can  be  little  or  no  doubt  but  that  in  a 
fbort  time  h«  ^ill  sucoeed  in  keeping  do\m 


the  Appeal  List,  and  will  effectively  des<« 
patch  all  the  original  business  of  the  Court. 
My  Lords,  if  this  hope  be  realised,  and 
if  the  person  at  the  head  of  the  Court  of 
Chancery  shall  succeed  in  keeping  down 
the  business  of  that  court,  as  far  as  that 
court  is  concerned,  the  object  is  attained. 
Upon  the  course  to  be  pursued  in  the  de- 
spatch of  appeals  in  this  House,  I  will 
repeat,  that  if  your  Lordships  shall  sanction 
the  proposition  for  keeping  open  this  House 
throughout  the  year,  as  a  court  of  appel- 
late jurisdiction,  the  evils  which  are  so 
severely  felt  will  be  speedily  and  satisfac- 
torily remedied.  With  respect  to  the 
Privy  Council,  no  objection  exists,  except 
it  be  the  want  of  a  permanent  head  to 
the  Council ;  which  objection  may  be  obvi- 
ated in  the  way  I  have  already  suggested. 
The  general  result  would  be  this,  that  the 
Lord  Chancellor  for  the  time  being  would 
be  at  the  head  of  all  the  ultimate  appellate 
jurisdiction  of  the  country,  by  presiding  at 
appeals  in  error  before  the  House  of  Lords, 
and  at  appeals  before  the  Privy  Council. 
By  these  means,  by  providing  for  the 
Court  of  Chancery  a  Judge  whose  sole 
duty  it  shall  be  to  attend  to  its  important 
duties,  and  by  the  House  of  Lords  sitting 
in  its  appellate  judicial  character,  notwith- 
standing any  prorogation  or  dissolution  of 
Parliament,  in  order,  like  all  other  courts 
of  justice,  to  be  always  accessible  to  suitors, 
all  the  objects  which  I  have  stated  in 
the  opening  of  my  observations  will  be 
amply  fulfilled.  My  Lords,  for  the  im- 
portant purposes  I  have  mentioned,  two 
Bills  have  been  prepared,  an  outline  of 
which  I  will  now  proceed  to  lay  before 
your  Lordships.  The  first  of  these  Bills 
is  relative  to  the  administration  of  justice 
in  the  Coqrt  of  Chancery.  It  provides,  in 
the  first  place,  that  after  the  appointment 
of  a  Judge  to  be  at  the  head  of  that  Court, 
to  be  appointed  according  to  the  provisions 
of  the  Bill,  the  Lord  Chancellor  shall  cease 
to  exercise  the  jurisdiction  in  that  Court. 
Jt  then  gives  power  to  his  Majesty  to  ap- 
point the  said  Judge  for  that  Court,  un^ 
the  style  and  title  of  Lord  Chief  Justice  of 
the  Court  of  Chancery ;  and  that  all  forms 
and  appeals  heretofore  addressed  to  the 
Lord  Chancellor,  shall,  for  the  fnture,  be 
addressed  to  the  Lord  Chief  Justice  of  the 
Court  of  Chancery.  The  Bill  then  pro- 
vides as  to  the  precedency  and  salary  of 
that  Judge.  The  Bill  is  now  in  blank  as 
to  both  the  one  and  the  other  of  these 
points,  but  I  apprehend  that  your  Lofd- 
ships  will  conceive  tfaitt  thf  he$A  of  »  Couff 
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so  important  as  the  Court  of  Cliancery  ought 
to  be  put  as  nearly  as  possible  on  a  footing 
with  the  Lord  Chief  Justice  of  the  Court 
of  King's  Bench.  The  Bill  then  proceeds 
to  provide —and  the  difficulty  we  have  had 
in  satisfactorily  arranging  this  point  has 
been  the  sole  cause  of  my  delay  in  bringing 
forward  the  measure — the  Bill  then  pro- 
vides for  the  separation  of  the  processes  of  the 
Court  of  Chancery  from  those  under  the 
Great  Seal.  The  provision  is,  that  all 
writs  in  respect  to  processes  from  the  Court 
of  Chancery  shall  be  passed  under  a  seal,  to 
be  called  the  Court  of  Chancery  Seal, 
instead  of  under  the  Great  Seal  as  hereto- 
fore, but  that  all  others  shall  continue,  as 
now,  to  be  passed  under  the  Great  Seal. 
The  Bill  then  proposes  an  apportionment  of 
the  officers  now  attached  to  the  Great  Seal 
between  the  Court  of  Chancery  and  the 
Lord  Chancellor,  and  makes  regulations  as 
to  fees  and  emoluments.  Some  of  the 
officers  must  necessarily  be  attached  to  the 
Lord  Chancellor,  and  the  others  can  remain 
attached  to  the  Court  of  Chancery.  The 
Bill  further  provides,  that  the  Lord 
Chief  Justice  of  the  Court  of  Chancery 
shall  be  appointed  during  life  and  good 
behaviour,  and  shall  be  removable  upon  an 
address  from  the  two  Houses  of  Parliament. 
This,  my  Lords,  is  the  outline  of  the  pro- 
visions of  the  first  Bill.  The  second  Bill 
relates  to  the  appellate  jurisdiction  of  this 
House,  and  provides,  that  in  order  to  faci- 
litate the  despatch  of  appeals  before  your 
Lordships,  that  your  Lordships  shall  sit 
for  the  purpose  of  hearing  appeals  in  error, 
notwithstanding  any  prorogation  or  disso- 
lution of  Parliament.  It  further  provides, 
that  the  Equity  Judges  shall  be  subject  to 
summons  before  your  Lordships,  in  the  same 
manner  that  the  Common  Law  Judges  now 
are  ;  and  that  the  same  power  of  summon- 
ing shall  remain  in  your  Lordships,  notwith- 
standing any  such  prorogation  or  dissolu- 
tion of  Parliament.  It  further  provides 
that  the  Lord  Chancellor  shall  be  present 
at  all  sittings  of  the  Privy  Council  to  hear 
appeals,  with  the  proviso,  however,  that 
in  the  Lord  Chancellor's  necessary  absence 
the  Lord  President  shall  have  power  to 
appoint  any  other  member  of  the  Judicial 
Committee  to  take  his  place.  My  Lords, 
I  have  now  put  you  in  possession  of  the 
extreme  grievances  arising  from  the  over- 
grown state  of  the  Court  of  Chancery,  and 
of  the  inconveniences  arising  from  the  pre- 
sent mode  of  proceeding  before  the  House 
of  Lords  in  its  appellate-judicial  capacity^ 
and  before  the  Privy  Council^  and  I  have 


also  stated  to  you  the  nature  of  ihe  pro* 
posed  remedy  for  those  IncoDvenieaoeB. 
Your  Lordships  have  now  before  you  the 
very  important  question  to  consider,  whe- 
ther the  suggested  plan  does  not  appear 
efficient  to  improve  to  a  satisfactory  extent 
the  administration  of  justice,  and  the  two 
ultimate  appellate  jurisdictions  of  the 
country^  and  of  that  Court  by  which  ques. 
tions  involving  much  of  the  property  of 
the  country  have  to  be  decided.  My  Lords^ 
if  tliis  measure  shall  become  the  law  of  the 
land,  a  very  great  and  ji^t  subject  of  com. 
plaint  will  be  entirely  removed^  and  one  of 
the  objects  stated  by  his  Majesty,  in  his 
Address  from  the  Throne  ''the  better admi. 
nistration  of  justice,  especially  in  the  Court 
of  Chancery,"  will  be,  I  trust,  amply  ful* 
filled.  I  therefore  earnestly  hope  that  it 
will  meet  with  your  Lordships'  hearty 
assent.  The  noble  Lord  concluded  by 
moving  the  first  reading  of  a  Bill  for  the 
better  administration  of  justice  in  the  High 
Court  of  Chancery. 

Lord  Lyndhurst  wished  to  know  if  aa 
appeal  would  lie  from  the  Vice  Chancellor 
and  the  Master  of  the  Rolls  to  the  Lord 
Chief  Justice  ? 

The  Lord  Chancellor  replied,  that  aa 
appeal  would  lie,  as  the  Bill  he  had  intro* 
duced  did  not  propose  to  alter  the  consti- 
tution of  the  Court  of  Chancery  in  any 
respect,  except  by  putting  a  permanent 
Judge  in  place  of  the  Chancellor. 

Lord  Langdale  had  no  doubt  but  that 
the  plan  proposed  by  his  noble  and  learned 
Friend  on  the  Woolsack  would  be  bene- 
ficial. It  was,  however,  liable  to  objection 
on  two  points.  He  was  aware  that  the 
present  was  not  a  convenient  opportunity 
to  discuss  the  questions  arising  concern- 
ing it,  and  he  did  not,  therefore,  consider 
it  essential  to  enter  at  large  into  the  sub- 
ject; but  he  begged  their  Lordships  to 
observe,  that  the  plan  which  had  been  de- 
tailed to  them  would  leave  political  and 
judicial  functions,  both  of  the  greatest 
importance,  united  in  the  person  of  the 
Lord  Chancellor,  and  would  leave  judicial 
functions  of  appellate  jurisdiction  and 
original  jurisdiction  united  in  that  of  the 
Lord  Chief  Justice  of  the  Court  of  Chan- 
cery, leaving  an  intermediate  court  of 
appeals  between  the  original  hearing  in 
the  Court  of  Chancery  and  the  final  hear- 
ing in  their  Lordships'  House.  All  these 
subjects  were  of  the  most  grave  import- 
ance. He  thought  it  respectful  both  to 
the  House  and  his  noble  and  learned 
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Friend  to  mention  them  now,  and  he 
begged  to  apprise  their  Lordships  that  he 
intended  to  bring  them  seriously  under 
their  consideration  in  the  future  stages  of 
the  Bill. 

Lord  Ahinger  did  not  rise  for  the  pur- 
pose of  going  into  the  merits  of  the  ques- 
tion. He  did  not  see  any  ground  to 
apprehend  that  the  objects  proposed  would 
be  attained  by  the  plan  brought  forward. 
The  difficulties  alluded  to  by  his  noble 
Friend  who  had  last  spoken,  had  also 
crossed  his  mind.  With  respect  to  the 
observations  made  by  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  on  the  Court  in  which  he  had  the 
honour  to  preside,  it  appeared  to  him  that 
the  great  difficulty  connected  with  the 
Court  of  Exchequer  was  not  the  want  of 
an  extensive  jurisdiction,  but  of  competent 
persons  to  keep  the  equity  division  of  it 
in  continual  activity.  Since  the  period  of 
the  separation  of  the  Courts,  suitors  ex- 
perienced extreme  difficulty  in  having 
their  business  conducted  in  the  Court  of 
Equity,  where  there  were  no  permanent 
sittings.  There  was  no  reason  why  those 
who  aimed  at  the  improvement  of  our 
judicial  establishments  should  not  take 
the  state  of  that  Court  into  consideration. 
Its  original  condition,  before  the  partition 
of  it  took  place,  had  been  very  imperfect, 
and  its  functions  had  been  so  blended  as 
to  make  it  in  many  respects  impracticable 
to  distinguish  between  them.  But  the 
measure  which  had  been  introduced  when 
he  was  a  member  of  the  other  House, 
which  opened  the  Court  of  Exchequer, 
and  admitted  solicitors  from  all  parts  of 
the  world  to  practise  in  it,  had  made  it 
answer  all  the  objects  of  a  court  of  law 
much  more  effectually.  It  was  now  as 
competent  as  any  other  Court  for  the  pur- 
pose of  administering  law.  But  with  re- 
spect to  the  equity  jurisdiction,  the  Bill 
introduced  by  his  noble  predecessor  in 
the  office  of  Chief  Baron  (Lord  Lynd- 
hurst)  had  produced  inconveniences  which 
he  did  not  seem  to  have  contemplated ; 
for  the  arrangements  made  by  that  Act 
for  the  regulation  of  the  sittings  of  the 
Court  were  productive  of  much  delay  in 
the  hearing  of  causes.  The  obvious  re- 
medy for  this  would  be  to  appoint  some 
competent  person  under  the  Lord  Chief 
Baron  in  the  Court  of  Exchequer  to  hear 
the  equity  causes,  and  to  allow  him  to  sit 
permanently.  The  result  of  such  an  ap- 
pointment would  be,  that  great  part  of 
the  business  which  now  overwhelmed  the 
Oottrt  of  Chancery  would  come  imme 
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diately  before  the  Court  of  Exchequer. 
If  a  person  of  great  legal  attainments  and 
experience  were  appointed  to  sit  in  the 
equity  divisions  of  that  Court,  it  would  be 
completely  open,  and  would  possess  all 
the  advantages  common  to  those  Courts 
whose  sittings  were  permanent. 

Lord  Wynford  was  not  quite  certain 
that  he  had  understood  the  observations 
made  by  his  noble  and  learned  Friend 
(Lord  Langdale).  He  (Lord  Wynford) 
should  certainly  object,  as  his  noble  and 
learned  Friend  had  done,  to  appeals  being 
made  from  the  Vice  Chancellor  and  the 
Master  of  the  Rolls  to  the  Lord  Chief 
Justice,  and  he  thought  that  the  appeal 
should  be  made  immediately  to  the  Speaker. 
He  was  quite  sure,  that  if  the  latter  course 
were  to  be  adopted  there  would  be  a  saving 
of  great  expense,  and  much  delay  would 
be  prevented.  He  also  understood  his 
noble  and  learned  Friend  to  object  to  the 
Lord  Chancellor,  who  presided  in  that 
House,  mixing  up  politics  with  judicial 
decisions.  He  had  always  wished  to  see 
an  alteration  on  this  point  made  in  the 
mode  of  conducting  the  judicial  business 
of  that  House.  He  wished  that  the  person 
presiding  in  it  should  be  a  permanent 
Judge,  unconnected  with  party  politics, 
because  it  was  not  fitting  that  a  person 
attached  to  any  of  the  great  parties  in  the 
state  should  decide  on  points  of  order^ 
and  other  questions  that  might  be  raised 
in  that  House.  With  these  two  excep- 
tions he  was  ready  to  give  the  Bill  his 
support.  He  had  always  thought  it  quite 
impossible  that  the  same  persons  could 
perform  the  business  of  that  House  and 
the  Court  of  Chancery,  and  he  was  there- 
fore glad  to  see  it  divided. 

The  Duke  of  Wellington  had  not  under« 
stood  iftie  part  of  the  speech  of  the  noble 
and  learned  Lord  on  the  Woolsack.  He 
wished  to  know  what  was  to  become  of 
the  jurisdiction  of  the  House  of  Lords 
after  a  prorogation  or  dissolution  of  Par- 
liament ?  Was  it  intended  that  the  jnris* 
diction  should  continue  in  the  absence  of 
the  House  of  Lords,  or  that  the  House 
should  sit  as  a  court  of  judicature  in  ap« 
peal  cases,  after  his  Majesty  should  have- 
thought  fit  to  prorogue  or  dissolve  Parlia- 
ment? 

The  Lord  Chancellor  said,  that  the  Housd 
of  Lords  would  sit  throughout  the  year,  for 
the  purpose  of  hearing  appeals  and  writs  of 
error  only. 

Viscount  Melbmirne  begged  leave  to  say 

a  few  woida  on  Ihc  Bills  which  had  beea 
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jMs  wtttff^  tat'  miomttm  nB 
W6hiU  f  timid  imlumnq^'LMd  Lamiii^, 
it  mf,  tfcttt  he  4id  luvt  eaxirsdj  eoocnr  ia 
Ike  mtamame  iohmiug<t  ta  diesr  Lcr:t>fii:>s 

BcAi^aiui  learwd  L^td  <»  die  oUier  luie  3% 
jme^  Bat  tlie  ji^etwxai  ^pwod  da  v^h. 
Mf  ^hieeted  u%    'heae    biVs   wax,    :«uit 

the  LmvI  Oidneei>,r^     V-^w,  }u&  m'.ist  oe 
ApKyof  <*ii  t6  ofj^rre,  tl»e  tEe  neasfire,  «  at 
^<Meiit  ^op^vi^,  w^-.>t  not  at  all  pvsciniie 
th«iii  fr/Mn  ail«>pd-a4r  ^  ^'>^r^^^<^  r^r^rmatit.tL 
In  flm  r^iipiti!t^  prrvTiif^  that  it  teemed  ft'^A 
to  tlMsr  f>Mrd4hipfi «»  fr^rther  cr>r.^Lie7atir>Q, 
Kr»f  ff  tK«y  frere  Mp  a^ee  to  that  chxr.^ 
im  the  fmft  imtamee,  ther  tnrJA  nrA  return 
U>  tW  iKdte  i>f  things  iu>v  exiting  if  the 
•tsenKimii  n^wmb)  iMt  be  found  l(^ie(icia], 
Mid«  tikenAve^  ke  tiwxo^t  that  the  B;1U  . 
were  ait  leant  cr/tWyos  meaiiiresy  not  |)vi>- ; 
eeednvn^  m  fjat  m  nmaj  toMi^it  neeesMvy^  • 
•nd  at  the  iwne  tirr^  not  jureventrng  a 
dMVoogb  ref4GPnnaiioB  if  it  tboold  be 
fMeni  to  adopt  Jt« 

The  Bill*  were  read  s  fint  time. 
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aJ  va^erv^  DnKKJt,  sgii 

snotttei^  deacncui^  au. 

tae  f^raioai  cafka& ;  and 
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HOUSE  OF  COMMONS, 
Thundaif,AprU2S,  1836. 

STiiiLiiio  Cava!  Bill,]  Mu  Walter 
CampbsU  ro§e9  pursoant  to  a  notice  which 
he  had  git^eti,  to  moires  that  the  promoters 
of  the  8tirltnf  Caoal  Bill  be  allowed  to 
prcNreed  therewith*  He  would  briefly  state 
the  case  on  whicR  heeroonded  his  motion, 
and  then  leafe  to  the  House  to  decide 
vpon  its  merits.  A  petition  bad  been  pre* 
sented  to  the  House,  praying  for  leave  to 
bring  in  a  Bill  to  enable  certain  parties  to 
construct  the  Stirling  Canal,  for  the  purpose 
of  joining  the  Forth  and  Clyde  navigation. 
The  Bill  had  beeu  intrusted  to  him  (Mr. 
Walter  Campbell),  and  on  strict  examina- 
tion of  the  standing  Orders,  he  found,  as 
he  thought,  that  they  had  all  been  com- 
plied with.  P'our  Gentlemen,  however, 
•ubsequeotly  netitioned  against  the  Bill, 
on  the  grounu  that  the  Standing  Orders 
bad  not  been  complied  with.  The  petition 
was  referred  to  the  Standins  Order  Com- 
miuoei  and,  after  considerable  discussion 
they  decided,  upon  a  division  of  7  against 
6,  that  the  Standing;  Orders  had  not  been 
complied  with»  The  decision  of  the  Stand- 
Iny  Orders  Committee  was  grounded  upon 
their  flfth  resolution,  which  required  that 
where  tny  oanal,  being  intended  to  be  a 
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ute  cvatfT  ct  a  wa£er  neaiiowy  the  hraok 
niar.iii^    th/caxk  wtLJcii    had 
prober. y  deacnced,  to  cos 
say,  toat  the  Scaadox^  Oedefs  bad 
beea  con&pued  wtuk.     13m  (Mr. 
Canr  pfaeu'«)  opt'akMi  cf  the 
hvM  reaoiutkMi  was,  th^t  m 
be  taken  by  evrprae,  or  injiired  m  ks 
perty  witLovt  his  ksovlcdge.      He 
tended,  t£at  threre  co«ki  be  bo 
twis  case,  as  the  ptan  had  bees  propesij 
lod-ed  with  the  Clerk  of  the  Peace  for  the 
coooty  of  Stiriiag.     He  tntsted,  BOtvitk- 
staridiLg  the  cecbion  to  whidi  the  Slaad- 
ing  Ofdera  Comasittee  had  coiae,  that  tbe 
House  would  permit  tbe  Bill  to  go  to  m 
Select  Committee  upon  its  own  mcfits^ 
In  the  case  of  the  Edinbargb  BrideweQ 
Bill  in  1827;  the  Liverpool  Dock  BiU  ni 
1828 ;  and  tbe  Dorchester  and  Selby  Road 
Bills,  though  the  Standing  Orders  had  not 
been  complied  with,  the  Hoose  had  inter- 
posed, and  permitted  the  Bills  to  proceed. 
The  boo.  Member  concluded  by  moTing, 
that  notwithstanding  the  Standing  Order, 
the  promoters  of  the  Stirling  Canal  BiU  be 
allowed  to  proceed  therewith. 

Sir  George  Clerk  was  anxious,  as  a 
Member  of  the  StandingOrders  Committee, 
to  state  to  the  House  the  reasons 
which  would  induce  him  to  call  on 
them  to  support  the  decision  of  the 
Standing  Orders  Committee.  He  be- 
lieved that  there  never  was  a  case  in 
which  the  House  had  interfered  with  the 
Standing  Orders  Committee,  unless  upon 
tbe  ground  of  preventing  great  public  in* 
convenience.  In  the  case  of  the  Edin* 
burgh  Bridewell,  tiie  House  had  not  sus- 
pended the  Standing  Order  upon  the 
application  of  any  promoter  of  the  Bill, 
but  had  been  callea  on  to  do  so  by  a 
Member  of  the  then  Government,  \vho 
stated  that  it  was  most  important  that  do 
time  should  be  lost  in  proceeding  with  the 
Bill.  He  was  not  aware  of  the  reason  that 
influenced  the  House  to  interfere  in  the 
other  cases  that  had  been  mentioned ;  but 
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by  some  public  consideratioas^  and  bad 
been  anxious  that  those  cases  should  not 
be  drawn  into  a  precedent  for  similar  in- 
terference. He  was  willing  to  admit  that 
some  inconvenience  might  arise  from  too 
strict  an  interpretation  of  Standing  Order 
No.  5,  and  there  might  hereafter  be  some 
modification  of  it  i  but  if  that  Order  was 
now  referred  to,  it  would  be  found  that 
no  case  had  been  made  out  for  the  inter- 
ference of  that  House.  The  present  was  a 
canal  communicating  with  an  existing 
canal,  and  to  be  supplied  entirely  from  it. 
The  object  of  having  the  plans  laid  before 
the  Committee  was,  that  full  notice  should 
be  given  to  all  the  owners  of  the  brooks 
and  streams  that  supplied  it.  Now  any 
owner  might  permit  a  certain  portion  of 
his  stream  to  be  supplied  to  a  canal,  but 
it  would  be  an  act  of  the  greatest  injustice 
if  that  Canal  Company  could  afterwards, 
without  due  notice  to  the  owner,  give  such 
an  indefinite  quantity  to  other  canals  as 
would  draw  off  the  entire  supply  from  the 
owner's  mills.  He  did  not  think  the 
House  was  bound  to  go  further  than  to  put 
a  proper  interpretation  upon  the  Standing 
Order  which  had  been  referred  to.  He 
concurred  in  the  decision  of  the  Standing 
Orders  Committee,  and  he  therefore  left  it 
for  the  decision  of  the  House. 

Mr.  Loch  said,  though  this  was  a  ques- 
tion of  very  great  importance  to  the  mid- 
land counties  of  England,  there  were  many 
instances  within  his  own  knowledge  where 
such  interpretation  had  not  been  put  upon 
the  Standing  Order.  There  was  the 
Liverpool  and  White  Church  canal,  in  which 
it  was  within  his  own  knowledge  the  plans 
were  not  considered  requisite.  He  thought 
the  interpretation  attempted  to  be  put  on 
the  Standing  Order  was  extraordinary, 
and,  therefore,  he  would  support  the  motion 
of  the  hon.  Member  (Mr.  W.  Campbell). 

Mr.  Palmer f  as  one  of  the  Standing 
Orders  Committee,  was  very  desirous  to 
have  the  opinion  of  the  Chair  as  to  whether 
that  Committee  had  properly  done  its 
duty  or  not. 

Sir  Oeorge  Strickland  said,  that  by  the 
Standing  Orders  parties  were  bound  to 
deposit  a  plan  and  description  of  the 
county  through  which  the  canal  proceeded, 
and  this  he  believed  had  not  been  done  in 
the  present  case.  But  there  was  another 
question  before  the  House,  viz.;  whether 
the  party  did  show  such  a  case  of  hard- 
ship as  that  the  indulgence  of  the  House 
and  of  the  Standing  Orders  Committee 


might  be  expected  ?    On  Ihit  pvat  Im 

would  not  dwell ;  but  he  thought  that  the 
hon.  Member  who  brought  forward  the 
case,  was  defective  in  one  part  o( 
his  speech,  inasmuch  as  he  did  not  show 
a  case  of  public  inconvenience  of  such  a 
magnitude  as  to  induce  the  House  to 
dissent  from  the  regular  order.  It  waa 
the  duty  of  the  House  to  adhere  to  the 
Standing  Orders  as  a  regular  rule,  but 
where  a  case  was  shown  of  strong  necessitji 
or  of  great  public  inconvenience,  be  would 
be  the  first  to  allow  a  departure  from  themi 
and  to  show  indulgence  to  the  partiest 

Sir  James  Graham  wished  to  state  thq 
reasons  which  induced  him  to  concur  with 
the  majority  of  the  Standing  Orders  Com*' 
mittee.  Before  the  House  reversed  this 
decision,  he  begged  to  state  that  two 
Committees  had  concurred  in  the  opinion 
that  the  Standing  Orders  had  not  been 
complied  with.  This,  therefore,  was  an 
appeal  from  the  concurrent  decisions  of 
two  Committees,  and  was  in  itself  a  quesr 
tion  of  great  importance.  He  admitted 
to  the  fullest  extent  that  an  adherence  to 
the  Standing  Orders  must  lead  to  consider- 
able inconvenience  in  the  midland  counties 
in  the  formation  of  any  canal,  but  notwith- 
standing this  he  was  bound  to  state  that 
the  Standing  Orders,  although,  undoubt- 
edly, they  would  lead  to  inconvenience, 
were  consistent  with  the  rights  of  property 
and  the  principles  of  justice.  The  Stand- 
ing Orders,  as  now  franked,  whatever  might 
be  the  inconvenience  arising  from  it,  was 
strictly  in  conformity  with  the  sacred  righta 
of  property  in  the  original  proprietor.  No^r 
this  was  the  case : — A  party  came,  and,  by 
a  legislative  enactment,  procured  a  certain 
control  over  the  property  of  another ;  but 
the  Legislature  distinctly  said  to  the  par- 
ties, that  this  control  was  given  for  a 
specific  purpose,  and  to  a  limited  extent. 
The  Legislature  tells  the  proprietor  of  the 
stream  or  watercourse,  that  for  the  public 
good  it  is  necessary  that  he  should  sur- 
render to  a  certain  extent  his  control 
over  the  stream,  but  certainly  after  the 
supply  of  the  canal  the  surplus  water  both 
in  law  and  in  equity  belonged  to  the  ori- 
ginal proprietor,  and  no  party  had  a  right 
to  dispose  of  that  surplus  to  another. 
Should  a  miller  have  a  right  to  agree  with 
a  party  for  the  supply  of  water  for  his 
mill,  and  then  go  to  another  party  and 
dispose  of  the  surplus  water  after  his  own 
mill  was  supplied  r    In  like  way  the  lord 

of  a  manor  makes  an  enclosure*    He  givei 
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Mr.  J^obert  Siemirt  had  liearfl  ^^th  mt^  r  *.vhicb  ihcf  coaid  ia«ae  co 
prt^  the  argiHvientA  of  th«  hon.  Member  ao  excapi.uiu  He  \«aa  soiina^ 
for  S^.  Afiflrew^*  in  support  ol'  .>i%  afneti4«  :w)t  :o  jopoie,  Jut  :a  sBpport,  ±e  HilL 
m#mt,  awl  tlie  only  one  i>«  bad  ij«ed  in  Tlie  Jacnity  ji  .litvocaiea,  :o  wtiicii  he 
ftvoar  of  eTremj>'lon  •V3«i  -he  very  exrjeti-'  ieioae;ectr  dtioeved  :o  feci  'uiiat  there  wcfn 
five  ednratinn  ^irhich  tl>o«e  p^^ons  .vho  .10  ^ouiuu  «>n  ^tiich  thay  conid  directiy 
wnre  exempt  hart  to  r«*c<^i7^.  TI>e  Home,  oruMMe  Jie  3iU;  Iioi  ihey  atatcd,  that 
howerer,  .<th<Mild  iK>t  mfer  i herefrom,  ihat  Uey  vvuhed  mother  arrangement  witk 
amy  portion  of  that  expend  ^»ent  for  the  regard  :o  ihe  ^lieroy — &  aiaUK  of  ;pBac 
mtpport  of  the  cW^'y,  or  for  the  supoort  oomplerity  lod  iifficziity — ondihat^diexe)- 
of  the  poor,  b#it  vrent  'o  eMaMich  a  rund  ;'ore»  ihey  shoaia  not  ae  called  upaa  io 
for  rheir  own  oe'>^6!.  He  real  I  y  tho'i<;ht  contnbote  ca  :he  poor,  omii  :hat  aepamie 
It  evo^Hin^Iy  'iniii^.  '.hat.  the  mo4t  inHu-  'luestioa  wo*  inaily  arnuiged.  The  ab- 
enft^l  .yyfy  n  :he^«ty  ^>t'  R4inbOf^h  shoi>ld  >noi»  aoavper  to  that  ar^amait  v«as»  '{i^t 
h^  tof'/flly  ^v^mpt  from  /*onfrihiitin^  to  the  these  ^psre  tsro  cmaily  ^liitrnct  queadoiu^ 
i^ltef  Of  th<>  poof  ^nrf  the  iivipport  of  the  and  X  was  ao  reason  heranae  the  xaatxac 
(•lerafy.  If  ^he  anno«ty-t»Tf,  .rtiirh  bom  so  as  to  the  cicr^  mi^t  renuda  nnartriifd^ 
hardly  i>pon  40m<*,  w^r«>  divided  amongst  -hat  a  Bill  duuiid  ooi  be  passed  to  re^-> 
all  (*lfWfM»«»  of  the  (jonimunity,  thone  on  late  the  aoppnrt  of  the  poor.  The  hon. 
whotn  it  no«y  pre^^d  .vO'ild  be  rpiiei^ed  t  Member  for  Hidlodiiaa  had  tefbred  Id 
rtne^ftfVh.  ftven  giippofrin^  there  wag  ^ome  ^hat  passed  in  Cnmmirtee  last  year,  bat 
Ifronnd  of  ohjection  to  the  anncMiy-fax,  he  .  the  Lord  Advocate)  had  thm  tfated^ 
wKi»t  rew^on  (^o«>!d  they  have  ftyc  continue  a«  he  did  oow,  that  the  qneatkos  aa  Co 
in^  their '»x**mpt  ion  to  poor-ratM?  That  the  elergy  and  as  to  the  poor  were 
he  (^Oi^eived  to  be  on^*  of  the  ttron^est  separate  suh^ecci;  and  while  he  dwn 
pnrN  of  ^he  e»4e,  and  atl  the  pr'^sent  stated  his  intention  of  bringiii^  fccwwd 
SiH  propovd  doin<|<,  wa<«,  t(p  remove  •  this  Session  a  Bill  with  reference  to  the 
abn^s,  whioh  the  hon.  Baronet  called  .  annmty  rax  for  the  der^^  he  had  «»- 
rested  fighf9.  '  pres^ly  aaid,  that  the  provisions  for  the 

Mr.  Prin<ft4i  cM^tA  fhe  attention  of  the  poor  wonld  not  be  indoded  in  that  BilU 
f^onse  to  the  fe<:^  that  (he  f>>n^^e  of  \  and  that  that  was  a  snbjeet  wbkb  be 
J(i9fi^6  had  fK/f  h^^n  d^alt  <|oite  fairly  j  was  not  called  open,  o^csallj^  to  take 
h^,n9  the  f/Ord-A''Ivo<'afe  had  nf/t  btonght  |  any  charge  ai^  although  be  thee  bad  a 
ttjftwnri  hi9  promiv'd  m^a^nre  renpe^'ting  rnont  decided  oproioo  thai  do 
fhe  snriofty- tax,  while  (he  txemption  from 
tnjfff^M  Ut  tb6  pom  only  was  attacked^ 
if  bofh  wefft  ifiUothu'fii),  the  members  of 
the  ('j(ti\p%^  tff  imiwe  were  quite  ready  to 


r^liriqf/iih  ntif  advantage  fhey  at  preient 
^tfyjytiilt  tot  tfi«  heupm  of  their  fellow- 
t)ihtiu$t  and  without  nny  pecuniary  com' 
|ierf4fttlori< 

Ihe  Larft  Advomid  fltated,  that,  as  a 
ttffrnhi>r  of  (h^  (,*ol)p({t*  of  Jiiitice,  whone 
bfif )I(>|(M  were  the  utihjpct  of  dlsruiilon, 
ne  hf>K^ed  to  mv  a  fpw  wunlii  If  tboie 
t)r)vil^((«ft  tniuld  hp  cleffndpd  on  any  just 
or  equitable  principle,  no  Member  of  the 
llouiie  would  be  more  nenloui,  and  bo  be* 
\\p\pi\  few  more  Interested  than  he  was  to 
tlePetid  tliem.  The  ciuestlou  relative  to 
those  prlvlle|eA  was,  whether  the  Judjrei, 
AiWoeeteii  Wrlteri  to  the  Hl({net,  So- 
litiiiorii  And  Ontcern  of  Court,  should  be 
e)i«>mpled  flt)m  enniributinir  towards  the 
unppott  of  th«»  rioor^  alouft  wtih  the  other 
tititena  of  Kitihuurgh,  who  were  tailed  fbr 
ihAl  purpo«e»  He  had  not  been  able  to 
jlii0»y«r  «ity  hit  or  rtaionable  ground  ott 


empCioD  shonld  be  cootinned  in  favoor  of 
the  members  of  the  College  of  Jnatice. 
He  might  shortly  state  why  be  bad  not 
hitherto  introduced  snch  a  Bill.  He  bad 
hoped  that  the  Report  of  the  Municipal 
Commtssioo  for  Scotland  wonld  have  af- 
forded him  the  means  of  framing  it,  but 
the  business  was  undertaken  by  bis  right 
hon.  Friend  near  him,  who  went  to  Scot* 
land,  and  framed  a  plan  preferable  in  a 
great  many  respects  to  any  other  that  had 
been  devised.  That  was  unfortunately  re- 
jected by  the  creditors  of  the  city  of 
Edinburgh;  and  uutil  some  other  pro- 
posal could  be  brought  forward,  he  was 
not  in  a  situation  to  mtroduce  any  Bill  on 
the  subject  of  the  clerey.  That  circum- 
stance, however,  afforded  no  ground  for 
delaying  for  one  hour,  this  measure  with 
regard  to  the  poor.  The  sooner  it  was 
Axed  and  settled  the  better;  but  it  was  a 
very  extraordinary  view  indeed  that  the 
other  measure  would  be  promoted  by  de- 
lavmg  Ibis  Bill,  which  nad  no  bearings 
towtrttiU  The  Writers  to  tbe  Siguet  bad 
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taken  a  mOit  direct  and  intal)ig;lble  tiqw 
of  tbe  Bttbject.  They  did  not  attempt  to 
mix  it  up  with  provisions  relating  to  the 
clergy^  with  which  it  had  no  connexion* 
but  they  maintained,  that  all  existing 
members  of  the  College  of  Justice  should 
be  exempted  during  their  lives,  and  that 
those  only  who  might  in  future  become 
members,  should  be  compelled  to  contri- 
bute towards  the  poor.  He  believed  that 
the  House  would  be  of  opinion  with  him, 
that  so  far  from  the  exemption  being 
allowed  to  tontinue,  it  had  already  aub- 
aisted  too  long,  and  that  he  was  not  un- 
duly surrendering  the  privileges  of  the 
body  to  which  he  belonged,  when  he  voted 
that  they  ought,  along  with  the  rest  of  the 
cititens  of  Edinburgh,  to  contribute  to 
the  support  of  the  poor  of  that  city. 

The  House  divided  on  the  original 
question.  Ayes  108;  Noes  77:— Ma- 
jority 31. 

List  of  the  Ayes. 


Astley,  Sir  J. 
Baines,  Edward 
Barnard,  £.  G. 
Barry,  G.  S. 
Berkeley,  hon«  F. 
Bernal,  Ralph 
Bewes,  T. 
Bish,  T. 

Bridgtnan,  Hewitt 
Brotherton,  J. 
Buckingham,  J.  S. 
BuUer,  £. 

Burrell,  Sir  C.  M.  bt. 
Butler,  boo.  P. 
Chalmers,  P. 
Cbapnoan,  M.  L. 
Codrington,  Sir  £. 
Crawford,  W.  S. 
Crawford,  W. 
Divett,  £. 
Duncombe,  T.  S« 
Dandaa,  J.  D. 
£vans,  George 
*Ewart,  W. 
Fazakerley,  N, 
Ferguson,  Robert 
Gillon,  W.  D. 
Gi8borne,T. 
Grote,  G. 
Hall,  B. 
Harvey,  D.  W. 
Hastie,  A. 
Heathcoat,  J. 
Heathcote,  G»  J« 
Hector,  C.  J. 
Horsman,  £. 
Howard,  bon.  £. 
Howard,  P.  H. 
Howick,  Viscount 
Hoy,  James  Barlow 
ftome^  J, 


Hutt,  W. 
Jephson,  C.  Dt  G. 
Jervis,  John 
Labouchere,  Henry 
Leader,  J.  T. 
Lefevre,  C.  S. 
Lennard,  Thomas  B. 
Lennox,  Lord  G. 
Lennox,  Lord  A. 
Lister,  £.  C. 
Loch,  James 
Lynch,  A.  H. 
Mackensie,  S. 
M'Taggart,  J. 
IVIanglei,  J. 
Marsland,  Henry 
Maule,  hon.  Fox 
Maxwell,  John 
Morpeth,  Lord 
Morrison,  J. 
Mostyn,  £. 
MuUins,  F.  W. 
Murray,  John  Arch. 
North,  Frederick 
O'Connell,  D. 
O'Coonell,  J. 
G'Connell,  M.  J. 
G'Connell,  Morgan 
0*Conor,  Don 
GTerrall,  M. 
Oliphant,  Lawrence 
G'Loghlen,  M. 
Oswald,  J. 
Palmer,  General  C. 
Pattison,  J. 
Philips,  G.  R. 
Potter,  R. 
Poulter,  John  Sayet 
Price,  Sir  R. 
Pryme,  George 
RttsNlli  Loid  John 


Scholefield,  Joshua 
Scott,  J.  W. 
Seale,  Colonel 
Sharpe,  General 
Stanley,  £.  J. 
Stewart,  P.  M. 
Strickland,  Sir  G. 
Stuart,  Lord  J. 
Stuart,  V. 
Thomson,  C.  P. 
Thompson,  Paul  B. 
Thompson,  Colonel 
Thorneley,  T. 
Tooke,  W. 
Trelawney,  Sir  W. 


Tolk,  C.  A. 
Villien^  C. 
Wakley,  T. 
Wallace,  R. 
Ward,  Henry  George 
Wemyss,  Captain 
Wilkins,  W. 
Williams  W.  A. 
Wood,  C. 
Wrottesley,  Sir  J. 
Young,  G.  F. 

TBtLsas. 

Campbell,  Sir  J. 
Steuart,  R. 


List  qfthe  Noes. 


Agnew,  Sir  A.,  hart. 
Arcbdall,  M. 
Bailey,  J. 
Baillie,  Colonel  H. 
Barclay,  C. 
Baring,  F. 
Baring,  H.  Bingham 
Banng,  Thomas 
Barneby,  John 
Beckett,  Sir  J. 
Boldero,  Henry  G. 
Boiling,  Wm. 
Bradshaw,  J. 
Bruce,  C.  L.  C. 
Calcraft,  J.  H. 
Campbell,  Sir  J. 
Canning,  Sir  S. 
Chaiidos,  Marq, 
Chichester,  A. 
Cole,  Lord 
Conolly,  £.  M. 
Cripps,  Joseph 
Darlington,  £arl  of 
Eastnor,  Viscount 
Egerton,  Sir  P. 
£lwes,  J. 
Kntwisle,  John 
Estcourt,  Thos.  G.  B. 
Ferguson,  G. 
Finch,  George 
Foley,  £dw.  Thomas 
Forbes,  Wm. 
FreroanUe,  Sir  T.  W. 
Gaskell,  J.  Milnes 
Gladstone,  Thomas 
Gladstone,  Wm.  £. 
Goulbum,  rt.  hon.  H> 
Graham,  Sir  J. 
Hale,  Robert  B. 


Hamilton,  Lord  C* 
Hay,  Sir  J.,  hart. 
Hayes,  Sir  £.  S.,  hart. 
Jackson,  Sergeant 
Johnstone,  J.  J.  H. 
Johnston,  Andrew 
Kearsley,  J.  H. 
Knight,  H.  G. 
Lewis,  David 
Lincoln,  Earl  of 
Lucas,  £dward 
Lushittgton,  S.  R. 
Mackinnoo,  W.  A. 
Mahon,  Lord 
Meynell,  Henry 
Peel,  Sir  R. 
Plumptre,  J.  P. 
Rae,  Sir  Wm.  hart. 
Reid,  Sir  J.  Rae 
Richards,  J. 
Ross,  Charles 
Rushbrooke,  R. 
Shaw,  F. 

Sheppard,  Thomas 
Sinclair,  Sir  George 
Smyth,  Sir  G.H.bart. 
Somerset,  Lord  G. 
Stanley,  Edward 
Tennent,  J.  £. 
Thomas,  Colonel 
Trevor,  hon.  Arthur 
Vere,  Sir  C.  B.,  bart« 
Vyvyan,  Sir  R.  R. 
Wall,  C.  B. 
Young,  J. 
Young,  Sir  L.  W. 

TELLSaS. 

Clerk,  Sir  G.,  hart. 
Pringle,  A. 


Floooino  in  thb  AEicr.l  Mr.  WaUqf 
moved  for  ''  Copies  of  tha  'Evideooa  and 
Verdicts  of  the  Juries  at  the  Inquests  lately 
hdid  at  Woolwich'  on  Uie  bodies  of  two 
Marines,  who  had  been  sabjected  to  the 
puniidiment  of  Flogspng."  He  de^y  re- 
gretted that  this  motum  was  to  be  opposed 
by  the  Ministers  of  the  Crowiu  it  a^ 
peered  to  him  to  be  a  matter  of  giealiiii> 
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portMU9e  Aat  tiie  evidence  of  an  initistorf 
eearty  Kke  dtse  of  a  Coroner's  inqoest, 
rfioold  alivays  be  laid  before  this  Home,  in 
ortodifltan  opportunity  might  be  afibrded 
of  knowing  tbe  eiiconistanoes  of  any  case 
or  scibject  with  reference  to  which  the 
Roose  might  be  called  upon  to  l^sUte. 
The  HoQse  onght  not  to  be  left  withoat 
the  means  of  knowing  whether  the  pro- 
ceedings and  the  Terdicts  in  these  cases 
were  consistent  with  the  proper  ad- 
ministration of  justice.  He  did  not 
mean  to  go  into  these  cases,  because  it 
would  be  invidious  in  bim  to  make  any  ob. 
servations  on  the  conduct  of  any  person  in 
the  absence  of  the  evidence.  This  he  would 
say,  that  there  were  several  boo*  Members 
in  that  House  who  required  the  infarma* 
tion  which  he  sought.  There  was  a  BiQ 
before  the  House  to  regulate  the  remune. 
mcioo  o€  medical  witnesses  for  attendance  at 
eovooenT  inquests,  and  there  might  be  m-- 
eomsCanees  in  the  cases  alluded  to  which 
woqM  asrist  the  House  in  coming  to  a 
dedrion  on  that  measure. 

Lord  John  RmsitU  certainly  could  imagine 
peeoKarcircamstancesin  which  that  House 
would  feel  it  to  be  their  duty,  in  an  ex* 
treme  case,  to  call  upon  the  Coroner  to 
produce  his  notes  of  the  proceedings ;  but 
he  submitted  that,  without  some  very  griev- 
ous case  of  this  kind,  it  was  inexpedient  for 
the  House  to  call  a  Coroner  before  them  to 
give  op  his  notes  of  evidence,  in  order  that 
the  Mouse  might  read  such  evidence  taken 
before  a  legal  tribunal*  He  presumed  that 
the  evidence  which  had  been  given  on 
the  occasions  to  which  this  motion  had 
reference  had  been  fairly  given,  for  the 
hon.  Gentleman  had  said  nothing  to  the 
contrary;  and  perhaps  he  was  tbe  only 
Member  in  the  House  who  could,  from  a 
knowledge  of  the  subject,  say  that  the  evi-. 
dence,  as  itaffected  the  medical  practitioners, 
was  unsatisfactory.  He  thought  it  would 
be  very  impudent  if  the  House  were  to 
interfere  with  the  administration  of  ordi- 
nary justice  so  far  as  to  call  for  evidence. 
NoW|  supposing  that  the  evidence  of  the 
medical  men  (although  the  hon.  Member 
had  certainly  not  said  so)  bad  not  been 
given  with  a  sufficient  knowledge  of  the 
principles  of  surgery,  still  the  Coroner's 
Jury's  verdict  was  not  conclusive;  and 
supposing  the  case  of  a  Coroner^s  verdict  of 
wilrul  murder,  or  no  murder,  or  accidental 
death,  it  was  always  competent  for  persons 
to  brinff  it  before  the  tribunals  of  this  coun- 
try. He  trusted  that  the  House  would 
iwise  to  aooede  to  thf$  motion. 

lif rt  Wi»kUjf  bed  no  penoaal  motiye  ia 
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asking  for  tins  evidence  ;  he  tiMo^U  it  « 
very  piupei!  motion ;  bnt  after  what  hscl 
fidlien  ftnm  die  oride  Lord  he  sfaonldBaa 
pres  tile  question.  —Motion  withdrawn. 

CoFTRiBST  AcT.^  Mc  Buckmghmm 
said,  I  rise.  Sir,  in  pnrsuanoe  of  the  notice 
which  has  been  some  trme  helore  the  House, 
to  ask  its  leave  to  introduce  a  Bill»  for  the 
repeal  of  so  much  of  the  54pth  of  Geoi^  tke 
3id,  commonly  called  the  Copyright  Act,  aa 
enjoins  the  gratuitous  ddxvery  of  eleven 
copies  of  every  published  work,  to  elevoi  of 
the  public  institutions,  coQegpa,  and  lifan^ 
ries  of  difl^ent  towns  in  the  kingdom.  In 
doing  this,  I  shall  endeavour  to  ligr  hefeee 
the  House,  as  briefly  as  I  can,  the  fiuta  on 
which  I  shall  chiefly  ground  my  afgnmenta 
ibr  this  repeal:  and  if  these  facts  aha& 
prove,  that  the  gratuitoas  delivery  of  these 
eleven  copies,  as  now  enjoined  by  law,  ia 
injuriooa  to  the  cause  of  literature^  and  to 
the  general  interests  of  the  great  majority 
of  those  engaged  in  its  pursuit,  I  doubt  not 
that  the  House  will  rradily  accord  me  the 
introduction  of  the  Bill  proposed.  We  have 
heard  of  late,  within  the  walls  of  Padi^ 
ment,  many  and  repeated  denmiciationa  cf 
what  are  called  the  taxes  on  knowledge, 
and  whale  one  party  has  sought  Uie  reini*- 
sion  of  the  Stamp  Duty  on  Newspapers, 
another  party  has  pot  forward  the  jnior 
claim  for  a  reduction  of  the  duty  on  paper 
generally — as  this  affects  books  as  well  as 
newspapers,  and  is,  therefore,  more  empha- 
tically a  tax  upon  every  description  of 
knowledge,  while  the  stamps  operate  as  a 
hindrance  to  the  difiusion  of  political  infer* 
mation  only.  With  the  views  of  both  of 
these  parties,  I  entirely  concur;  and  I  should 
wish  to  see  them  both  successful  in  their 
pleadings  before  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer. But,  Sir,  the  same  principle  which 
would  lead  me  to  vote  for  the  remission  of 
the  Stamp  Duty  on  newspapers  and  the  ie« 
duction  of  the  excise  duty  on  paper  gene- 
rally, will  carry  me  a  step  further,  where 
those  hon.  Members  on  both  sides  of  the 
House  will,  I  hope,  be  ready  to  follow  me, 
in  demanding  a  repeal  of  the  tax  upon 
books,  to  the  full  as  injurious  as  either  of 
the  two  preceding  ones,  because  it  affects 
all  books  that  are  printed,  whether  political 
or  otherwise,  and  operates  most  injuriously 
to  the  spread  of  knowledge,  without  adding 
any  thing  whatever  to  his  Majesty's  Ex- 
chequer m  the  shape  of  revenue.  For  the 
other  taxes  on  knowledge,  there  is  at  least 
this  apology  or  excuse :  that  they  add  to 
the  public  fund  in  the  national  treasury,  a 
large  portion  of  what  they  take  from  the 

coiuuuer<— though  this  would  be  no  rami 


441 


Copyright  AcU 


{Apbil  28} 


Ccpyright  ilc#« 


449^ 


^vidi  me  for  defending  them-^for  I  have 
▼oted  for  their  repeal  on  all  occasions^  and 
shall  do  80  affain^  whenever  the  opportunity 
presents  itedf.     But  for  this  particular  tax 
upon  knowledge^  which  it  is  the  special  ob- 
ject of  my  motion  to  repeal^  there  is  not 
even  that  feeble  excuse:    since  it  yields 
nothing  whatever  to  the  King's  exchequer^ 
and  no  portion  of  what  is  lost  by  authors 
and  publishers^  in  consequence  of  this  tax^ 
ever  finds  its  way  back  again  to  the  coffers 
of  the  public 

That  a  tax  upon  the  materials  which 
enter  into  the  composition  of  printed  books 
—-thus  rendering  the  information  they  are 
designed  to  convey  more  difficult  of  access 
to  the  public — is  unsound  in  principle  and 
pernicious  in  policy^  no  friend  of  education 
can,  I  thinks  for  a  moment  deny.  But  if 
it  be  wrong  to  tax  the  materials  of  which 
books  are  composed,  what  shall  we  say  to 
the  injustice  of  again  taxing  the  books 
themselves  when  they  are  completed — and 
that,  too,  to  such  an  extent  as  materially  to 
limit  the  profits  and  consumption  of  books 
in  general,  by  enhancing  their  price,  and 
presenting  other  hindrances  to  their  sale ; 
operating^  in  some  instances,  as  a  positive 
prohibition,  and  preventing  the  appearance 
by  strangling  them  in  their  birth,  of  very 
valuable  works,  which  cannot  be  published 
at  all,  and  are,  therefore,  lost  to  the  world 
entirely,  in  consequence  of  this  most  heavy 
and  obnoxious  impost  ?  The  Act,  commonly 
called  the  *^  Copyright  Act,"  is  entitled  an 
Act  for  the  Encouragement  of  Learning; 
though  it  must  strike  all  who  read  its  pro- 
visions, that  it  is  a  strange  way  indeed  of 
encouraging  learning,  to  subject  all  its 
cultivators,  who  desire  to  make  their  re. 
searches  public  for  the  benefit  of  others,  to 
a  heavy  tax,  by  compelling  them,  before 
they  can  sell  a  single  copy  for  their  own 
benefit,  to  give  away  eleven  copies  of  their 
works  to  eleven  public  libraries  and  insti* 
tutions,  from  which  they  receive  no  benefit 
whatever  in  return,  but  by  which  they  ab- 
solutely injure  the  sale  of  their  own  re- 
maining copies  to  a  far  greater  extent  than 
the  loss  of  the  eleven  copies  at  first  ab- 
stracted. If  this  heavy  tax  be  really  favour- 
able to  the  encouragement  of  learning,  then, 
on  the  same  principle,  tithes  should  be  re- 
garded as  an  encouragement  to  agriculture 
— the  timber  duties  an  encouragement  to 
shipping  —  stamps  an  encouragement  to 
newspapers  —  and  taxes  in  general  an 
encouragement  to  industry.  There  may 
have  been  periods  in  our  history  when 
sooh  doctrines  would  find  advocates,  as  in 
tbott  days  when  men  were  called  upon  to 


believe  that  the  Natimial  Debt  WM  a  Ueis^ 
ing,  as  all  the  interest  of  it  was  spent  in 
the  country,  and  that  taxes  of  all  kinds 
were  beneficial,  as  the  money  raised  in  this 
way  was  again  distributed  over  the  com- 
munity ;  but  those  days  are  passed  away ; 
and  even  the  poetical  imagery  of  Edmund 
Burke,  who  compared  the  operations  of  tax- 
ation to  the  ascending  of  the  vapours  from 
the  surface  of  the  earth,  from  whence  they 
were  again  poured  down  in  refreshing 
showers  and  fertilizing  dews,  would  find 
no  admirers  in  the  present  age,  when  men 
have  learnt  to  discover,  that  though  taxes 
must  be  paid  to  support  the  legitimate  ex* 
penses  of  the  state^  all  that  is  drawn  from 
the  people  beyond  that  necessary  amount* 
is  to  that  extent  a  hindrance  to  their  pro- 
sperity. 

If  it  could  be  shown,  indeed,  that  the 
interests  of  learning  required  the  gratuitous 
delivery  of  the  eleven  copies  of  every  work 
now  published,  to  the  eleven  favoured  in- 
stitutions that  receive  them,  and  that  the 
repeal  of  this  privilege  would  cause  learn- 
ing to  wane  and  decay,  I  should  hesitate 
before  I  pressed  such  a  motion  as  this  on 
the  attention  of  the  House,  because  I  be- 
lieve that  the  encouragement  of  learning, 
and  the  promotion  of  knowledge,  is  one  of 
the  first  and  most  important  duties  of  a 
civilized  nation ;  and  I  believe  also,  that  all 
classes  participate,  directly  or  indirectly,  in 
a  nearer  or  in  a  more  remote  degree,  in  the 
benefits  conferred  on  a  nation  by  the  in« 
crease  of  intelligence,  and,  above  idl,  by  ita 
general  difiusion  among  all  classes  of  the 
community.  But,  if  I  shall  be  able  to  show 
that  this  tax  is  as  impolitic  and  injurious  in 
practice,  as  it  is  unjust  and  inde^nsible  in 
theory, — that  it  tends  to  the  discourage- 
ment instead  of  the  encouragement  of 
learning— that  it  is  not  necessary  to  the  in* 
stitutions  for  whose  uses  it  is  exacted,— t 
that  it  brings  nothing  to  the  public  xe» 
venue,  but  on  the  contrary  abstracts  from 
it,<-*and  that  it  is  highly  injurious  to  the 
interests  of  authors,  printers,  artists,  pub- 
lishers, and  readers  of  books  in  senenl,  I 
cannot  but  feel  assured  that  the  House  vrill 
go  along  with  me  in  my  endeavours  to 
rectify  an  evil  which  has  been  too  long 
suffered  to  continue. 

As  I  stated,  however,  that  myarffumenta 
would  be  founded  on  the  facts  that  I  should 
be  able  to  adduce  in  support  of  my  propo- 
sition, I  beg  leave  to  lay  before  the  House 
a  very  brief  statement  of  the  history  of 
this  subject,  which  is  collected  fipom  a  very 
able  Report  laid  before  Parliament  in  the 
Session  of  1^18^  and  fimnded  en  the  evi* 
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denM  obtained  hy  order  of  the  House  of 
Commons. 

The  earliest  foundation  for  a  daim  from 
atiy  public  library  for  a  gratuitous  delivery 
of  any  book^  was  a  deed,  by  which,  in  l6lO^ 
at  the  request  of  Sir  Thomas  Bodley,  the 
Stationers'  Company  engaged  to  deliver  a 
free  copy  of  every  book  printed  by  them  as 
a  corporation^  to  the  University  of  Oxford. 
In  ]662>  an  Act  was  passed  to  prevent 
abuses  in  printing  seditious  and  treasonable 
books,  by  which^  three  copies  of  every 
printed  book  were  ordered  to  be  deposited 
by  every  printer  with  the  Master  of  the 
Stationers*  Company,  who  was  to  send  one 
of  these  to  the  King's  Library,  and  one  to 
each  of  the  Vioe-Chancellors  of  the  two 
Universities  of  Oxford  and  Cambridge,  for 
the  two  libraries  there.  This  Act,  however, 
expired  in  l695.  Up  to  that  period,  the 
pityperty  of  authors,  in  what  is  called  the 
copyright  of  their  original  works,  was  held 
to  be  perpetual,  and  to  rest  in  common  law, 
aooording  to  the  decisions  of  nine  to  three 
of  the  judges  of  the  land.  In  1710,  the 
Act  of  the  8th  of  Queen  Anne,  enacted 
that  nine  copies  of  each  printed  bcrak  should 
be  deBveted  by  the  printer  to  the  Company 
of  Stationers,  to  be  thus  disposed  of : — one 
to  the  Royal  Library,  two  to  the  Libraries 
of  Oxford  and  Cambridge,  four  to  the  four 
Universities  of  Scotland,  one  to  the  Li« 
brary  of  Sion  College,  Iiondon,  and  one  to 
the  Library  of  Advocates  in  Edinburgh. 
By  this  Act  it  was  always  held,  however, 
that  unless  the  books  were  entered  at  Sta- 
tioners'-hall,  they  could  daim  no  protection 
against  invasion  of  copyright,  and  unless 
entered  there,  the  delivery  of  the  nine 
copies  was  not  landing.  It  was  upon  this 
construction  of  the  Act,  that  the  41st  of 
George  3rd  expressly  entitles  the  Libraries 
of  Trinity  College  and  King's  Inn,  Dublin, 
to  two  copies  also,  of  all  books  entered  at 
Stationers'^hall,  making  the  present  num. 
her  of  eleven  copies,  instead  of  the  former 
number  of  nine.  In  two  trials  that  took 
place  on  this  subject  in  181 S  in  the  King's 
Bench,  it  was  ruled,  however,  that  whe- 
ther the  books  were  entered  at  Stationers'* 
hall  or  not,  the  copyright  would  be  de- 
fended from  violation,  and  the  eleven  copies 
for  the  libraries  would  be  daimed.  By  the 
last  decision  also,  the  burthen  of  the  ddi- 
very  was  put  on  the  publishers,  instead  of 
the  daim  being  left  to  be  made,  as  it  for. 
marly  was,  by  the  libraries. 

In  1813,  this  tax  was  felt  so  grievously 
by  authors  and  publishers,  that  many  peti- 
tions were  presented  against  it,  and  a 
Bdteet  CoBNDiUea  of  tba  House  of  Con. 
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mons  was  appointed  to  take  evidence  on  the 
subject.  Instead  of  any  improem  ent  beign 
made  in  the  law,  however,  by  this  effort  on 
the  part  of  the  petitioners,  it  was  in  reality 
made  worse;  for  in  1814,  when  the  last 
Act  was  passed  on  the  subject-^namely,  the 
54th  of  George  Srd,  c  156,  the  eleven 
copies  were  continued  to  be  exacted  from 
the  publishers,  and  that  for  the  British 
Museum  was  directed  to  be  of  the  largest 
sixe  and  best  edition,  however  costly  that 
might  be,  or  however  few  the  numbers  of 
such  fine  copies  that  might  be  printed. 

This,  then,  is  the  state  of  the  law  upon 
the  subject  at  the  -present  moment;  and 
what  renders  it  the  more  obnoxious  is,  that 
England  is  the  only  country  in  which  an 
Act  of  Parliament  has  bean  passed  nominally 
for  the  encouragement  of  learning,  but  in 
reality  for  increasing  its  difficulties,  by  such 
an  exorbitant  demand  on  its  produotioos. 
In  America,  in  Prussia,  in  Saxony,  and  in 
Bavaria,  one  copy  only  of  each  published 
book  is  required  to  be  furnished  to  the 
State :  in  France  and  Austria  only  two ; 
and  in  these  only  when  exclusive  copyright 
is  claimed  and  protected :— while  in  Eng* 
land,  eleven  copies  are  exacted,  not  for  the 
State—for  of  all  these  libraries,  the  Britirii 
Museum  alone  can  be  considered  as  a 
National  or  State  establishment,  the  other 
ten  being  exdusive  corporations — and  this 
too,  applying  to  all  works,  from  the  **  Penny 
Magaaine"  to  the  "  Edinburgh  Review,** 
among  periodicals ;  and  from  the  **  Child'a 
Firat  Lesson  Book"  to  Newton's  ''  Prin. 
dpia,"  among  separate  publicatums. 

In  1818,  five  years  after  the  first  in« 
quiry,  the  subject  was  again  taken  up  by 
the  booksellers,  and  a  Select  Committee  was 
again  appointed,  which  sat  for  a  conriderable 
period,  and  examined  not  less  than  thirty 
witnesses,  including  men  of  the  first  emi- 
nence connected  with  the  business  of  pub« 
lishing.  The  facts  contained  in  this  evi- 
denoe  are  so  remarkable,  and,  as  it  appeaiw 
to  me,  80  convincing,  that  I  have  taken  the 
pains  to  select  some  of  the  more  striking 
portions  to  lay  before  the  House;  and 
though  this  may  be  less  agreeable  to  myself 
and  others,  than  offering  the  substance  of 
the  evidence  in  general  terms,  I  believe  it 
will  on  the  whole  be  better  to  present  the 
questions  and  answers  in  the  form  in  which 
they  are  published  by  order  of  Parliament, 
that  there  may  be  no  possible  misoonalnic* 
tion,  or  even  suspicion  of  misoonoepdon,  as 
to  the  strict  and  literal  fidelity  of  the  slate* 
ments  themselves.  I  will,  Uierefbre,  with 
|)ermission  of  the  House,  submit  these 
portioDi  of  the  endMiaa  Mriaftiii^  aa  I  liavf 
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estiMtad  thtm  {fom   the  Pailiaiiientary 
Aflpon* 

Mr.  Onfen  Bees  called  iiij  and  ex« 
amuiftd* 

^'  HaTe  the  goodness  to  inform  the  Com- 
mittee what  sam  has  the  deli? ery  of  the  eleven 
copies  under  the  Copyright  Act  cost  your 
House  since  July,  1811?*- I  presume  you 
mean  from  the  date  of  the  passing  of  the  Act 
in  1814  :  From  the  nearest  calculation  we  are 
enabled  to  make,  the  actual  cost  of  the  books 
delivered  upon  the  whole  since  the  passing  of 
the  Act,  is  about  3,000/. 

^  Is  that  the  sale  price,  or  the  actual  cost  to 
you  ?-*The  actual  cost  to  us,  and  the  incidental 
expenses. 

Do  you  in  this  include  the  expense  of  books 
in  which  you  have  shares,  and  are  managed 
by  others,  or  do  you  mean  those  published  by 
yourselves? — Only  those  published  by  our- 
selves. 

''  Ijave  you  in  conseauence  of  the  burthen 
of  this  delivery  declined  printing  any  works 
which  you  would  otherwise  have  undertaken  ? 
—  Yes ;  we  have  declined  printing  some 
works,  particularly  a  work  of  Nondescript 
Plants,  by  Baron  Humboldt,  from  South 
America;  being  obliged  to  deliver  the  eleven 
copies  has  always  weighed  very  strongly  with 
ui  in  declining  other  works. 

^'  Have  any  books  been  returned  to  yoa 
from  the  libraries  ?— None  whatever. 

**  Have  they  demanded  all  books  promis- 
cuously printed,  or  have  tbey  maae  any 
selection  r-^£very  book  entered  at  Stationers' 
Hall  has  been  sent  to  them.  No  selection  has 
ever  been  made;  nine  copies  of  all  books 
have  been  demanded,  and  eleven  of  all,  with 
the  exception  of  Novels  and  Music,  which 
have  not  been  demanded  by  two  of  the 
libraries. 

*<  What  duty  do  you  pay  upon  paper  ? — 
The  duty  upon  paper  used  for  printing  is 
fVom  twenty  to  twenty«five  per  cent  00  the 
▼alue  of  the  paper. 

**  Are  the  English  Universities  exempted 
from  the  duties  on  paper  ? — They  are  exempted 
from  that  duty  on  all  books  printed  in  Latin, 
Greek,  the  Oriental,  and  in  the  Northern 
Languages,  as  well  as  Bibles,  Testaments,  and 
Common  Prayers,  printed  by  themselves  at 
the  Universities. 

**  Can  they  therefore  undersell  ^ou  ? — They 
have  it  in  their  power  by  not  paying  the  duty 
on  paper  in  those  instances. 

''  Have  you  any  list  of  what  the  delivery 
of  the  eleven  copies  amounts  to  of  any 
particular  work? — I  have  the  list  of  a  few 
works. 

1  Rees*  Cyclopedia,  voyaL     ..  £l46  16    0 

10  Ditto,  demy      810    0    0 

1 1  Daniell's  Coast  Views        . .     346  ^0    0 

«  Do  you  require  any  protection  of  Copy* 
right  for  high-priced  books  ?->That  is  hardly 


necessary,  but  in  a  Tery  few  instaiMii  ;  9Ui«» 
rally  speaking,  there  are  very  few  expeosiTo 
books  of  which  the  Copyright  is  of  any  value 
after  the  publication. 

«'  Was  it  not  usual  before  the  passing  of 
this  Act  ibr  the  public  libraries  to  subscribe 
to,  and  frequently  to  purchase,  learned  and 
very  expensive  works;  and  did  not  authors 
calculate  on  the  Universities  as  probable  pur- 
chasers of  the  work  they  were  about  to  bring 
forward  ?— They  certainly  have  looked  to  the 
Universities  as  subscribers  or  purchasers  of 
these  books;  and  upon  examination,  I  find 
it  was  the  custom  of  some  of  the  libraries  who 
now  claim  books  under  the  Act,  to  subscribe 
to  expensive  works,  and  that  within  fourteen 
years  after  the  passing  of  the  Act  of  Anne. 

*'  Have  not  some  valuable  books  been  dis- 
continued from  want  of  sufficient  subscribers  ? 
— Yes,  there  have  been  important  works  which 
have  been  abandoned  for  want  of  sufficient 
encouragement:— among  others.  Rev.  Mr. 
Boucher's  Dictionary  of  Obsolete  and  Pro- 
vincial Words;  Dr.  Murray's  (the  Editor  of 
Bruce's  Travels)  Histo^  of  Languages  5  Trans- 
lations of  Matthew  Paris  and  other  Latin 
Historians.  (William  of  Malmesbury  only 
published.  One  more  has  been  translated, 
but  not  published.)  An  extensive  British 
Biography,  arranged  in  periods.  A  consi. 
derable  portion  of  this  work  has  been  writ- 
ten by  some  of  the  first  writers  of  the  present 
day.  The  collected  works  of  Sir  Isaac  New- 
ton; Hearne's  (the  Antiquary)  Works;  Col- 
lections of  the  Irish  Historians;  Bowden's 
Translation  of  the  Doomsday-Book,  after  the 
Translation  was  finished,  and  one  volume  and 
a-half  printed. 

^  Would  you  have  preferred  abandoning 
the  Copyright  to  giving  the  eleven  copies  ? — 
In  most  instances  of  expensive  books  we 
would  do  it,  particularly  in  books  of  limited 
numbers, 

"  At  the  time  the  Copyright  Act  of  1814 
passed,  did  you  understand  it  would  include 
a  demand  for  the  reprints  of  old  books  ? — ^We 
certainly  did  not  expect  it. 

'*  In  point  of  fact,  according  to  the  Act  in 
1814  having  been  passed,  have  you  not  been 
obliged  to  deliver  some  very  expensive  works 
of  old  English  Literature,  which  otherwise 
would  not  have  been  demandable  ? — We  have, 

"  Has  not  that  demand  had  an  effect, 
among  other  reasons,  of  inducing  you  not  to 
embark  in  other  reprints  of  the  same  nature  ? 
— It  has. 

'*  Are  not  many  of  those  prints  verbatim 
reprints  of  works  already  in  the  respectable 
libraries,  or  some  of  them  ?— 'They  are. 

'<  Can  you  state  the  peculiar  injury  to  you 
in  that  series  of  publications,  in  consequence 
of  the  delivery  of  the  eleven  copies? — I  be- 
lieve not  above  one  of  that  series  of  Chronicles 
was  published  after  the  passing  of  the  Act ;  it 
would  have  been  very  heavy  had  they  been 
published  subsequently  to  the  Act. 
t    "Do  yoa  consider  the  tax  of  the  eleven 
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oopks  a  great  prevention  to  futnre  nndertak- ! 
ings  of  such  series  of  ancient  English  Histo- 
rians?— I  certainly  do. 

**  You  were  concerned  in  the  reprint  of 
HoUnshed  and  other  Chronicles  of  English 
History?^!  had  the  direction  of  that  publi- 
cation." 

Mr.  Richard  Taylor  called  in^  and  ex. 
amined. 

"  What  would  be  the  price  of  press-work 
and  paper  for  eleven  copies  of  an  8vo.  work 
of  thirty  sheets,  or  480  pages  ? — Eleven  copies 
of  an  8vo.  work  of  thirty  sheets,  the  press- 
work  and  paper  only,  not  including  the  com- 
position, would  cost  from  7/.  2s.  6d.  to  272., 
according  to  the  quality  of  the  paper  and  of 
the  press-work. 

"  What  would  be  the  price  of  press- work 
and  paper  for  eleven  copies  of  a  4to.  volume 
of  eighty  sheets,  and  what  would  it  sell  for, 
supposing  the  volume  to  contain  from  500  to 
600  pages?— The  price  of  press-work  and 
paper  for  eleven  copies  of  such  a  volume, 
which  would  contain  640  pages,  would  be 
about  36/. 

'^  Would  not  the  public  libraries  be  the  suV 
scribers  upon  whom  you  would  most  naturally 
dependy  it  the  Act  of  1814  had  not  passed  ?— 
Certainly,  works  of  that  kind,  and  such  other 
works  as  I  have  mentioned,  must  depend 
principally  upon  the  public  libraries  for  their 
sale. 

'*  Had  you  not  an  ancestor  eminent  for 
Biblical  learning  i — Dr.  John  Taylor,  author 
of  the  Hebrew  Concordance,  and  I  was 
about  to  mention,  with  the  leave  of  the  Com- 
mittee, that  to  that  work,  which  I  believe 
was  published  about  1750,  almost  all  these 
libraries  subscribed.  I  see,  among  the  list  of 
subscribers  for  that  work,  the  College  of 
Christ  Church,  Oxford;  Exeter  College; 
Cains  College ;  St.  John's  College ;  the  Uni- 
versity Library;  St.  Peter's;  Queen's;  Cor- 
fus  Christi,  and  Trinity.  The  very  Rev.,  the 
Principal  of  the  University  of  Edinburgh ;  the 
Bursar  of  Trinity  College,  Dublin;  and  the 
University  of  Glasgow,  who  subscribed  to  it 
for  the  use  of  their  libraries;  The  University 
of  Glasgow  not  only  did  not  take  a  copy  of 
this  book  without  payment,  but  also  sent  him 
the  degree  of  Doctor  of  Divinity,  by  the  hands 
of  the  Divinity  Professor,  who  was  going  to 
England. 

**  Do  you  think,  that  the  knowledge  on  the 
part  of  the  public  libraries  of  the  different 
Colleges  of  Cambridge  and  Oxford,  that  each 
of  them  are  entitled  to  a  copy  of  every  work ; 
and  that,  therefore,  such  works  must  appear 
as  soon  as  published,  has  a  tendency  in  the 
first  instance  to  prevent  ihe  libraries  in  private 
Colleges  from  purchasing  these  works,  know- 
ing that  they  would  be  deposited  in  the  Uni- 
versity libraxy  by  the  compulsory  operation 
of  the  law  ?— I  think  it  has  that  tendency ; 
and  I  know  a  veiy  strong  case   in  point, 
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whidi  was  the  case  of  some  Tablet  fat  detsr* 

mining  the  value  of  life  annuities,  and  securi* 
ties,  composed  by  Mr.  George  Barrett,  who 
had  employed  himself  for  many  years  in  cal- 
culating them,  and  for  whom  we  printed  the 
prospectus.  The  work  was  considered  as  very 
valuable  by  persons  acquainted  with  the  sub-* 
ject,  and  it  was  thought  advisable  to  have  it 
printed,  but  the  expense  was  so  considerabiet 
as  scarcely  to  make  it  wortk  while.  It  would 
have  made  two  quarto  volumes  of  table-work, 
which  is  very  expensive  work,  as  I  have 
already  mentioned.  It  was  a  work  to  which 
he  thought  it  probable  he  should  easily  get 
subscriptions  from  the  University  Libraries; 
because  the  Colleges  having  considerable 
landed  property,  and  having  to  grant  leases 
for  lives,  these  tables  would  be  very  useful  to 
them,  and  to  the  agents  of  all  those  who  had 
great  landed  property,  which  they  let  on  lease. 
He  applied  through  some  friend  to  those  eon« 
nected  with  the  University  Libraiy  at  Oxfbrd 
for  a  subscription ;  and  the  answer  he  received 
was,  '  that  the  University  had  a  right  to 
a  copy  gratis ;  and  as  it  was  only  a  book  of 
reference,  this  one  would  serve  all  the  col- 
leges.' " 

Mr.  John  Clark  called  in,  and  exam- 
ined. 

*^  Have  you  lately  declined  the  publication 
of  any  law  books,  vrith  the  improvement  of 
notes  r— I  have. 

"  What  are  they  ? — One  of  them  was  Mr. 
Anstruther's  Reports. 

"Any  others? — ^Not  immediately  that  I 
recollect.  I  have  made  reprints  of  law 
books,  without  the  addition  of  notes  or  im« 
provements. 

**  Why  did  you  decline  the  publication  of 
them  with  improvements  ? — Because,  if  I  had 
added  the  notes,  I  should  have  been  necessa- 
rily obliged  to  deliver  the  eleven  copies  to  the 
public  libraries. 

''  If  you  merely  published  the  reprint  of 
any  book,  without  additions  or  improvements, 
you  would  not  be  liable  to  deliver  the  copies 
to  the  Universities  ? — I  should  not,  having  de- 
livered them  before. 

*'  Should  you  decline  republishing  a  book 
with  notes  for  that  reason  ? — ^I  should,  in  some 
instances. 

^'  Would  this  be  the  only  ground  upon 
which  you  would  decline  the  addition  of  the 
notes  ? — Certainly,  in  small  impressions. 

^  Are  Uiere  any  other  law  books,  which  the 
delivery  of  the  eleven  copies  would  deter  you 
from  publishing  ? — ^Yes,  there  are  others ;  but 
I  should  wish  to  decline  naming  them,  for 
being  only  in  embryo,  something  may  turn  up 
at  a  future  period. 

"  But  they  are  works  that  you  should  con- 
ceive would  be  injured  by  the  delivery  of  the 
eleven  copies  ?— Yes. 

'*  How  does  the  delivery  of  the  eleven  copies 
operate  upon  the  smaller  editions  of  yonr  law 
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books  ?**Ia  a  great  measure  in  pre? entiog  the 
reprint  of  them. 

**  What  effect  had  the  delivery  of  the  eleven 
copies  upon  the  printing  of  Mr.  Hatsell's  Par- 
liamentary Precedents  ? — ^After  deducting  the 
expenses  attaching  to  the  publication,  and  if 
all  sold,  the  balance  of  52/.  6#.  Bd»  would  be 
left:  the  universities  have  demanded  eleven 
copies,  which  came  to  44/.  18#.  8</.,  and  that 
leaves  the  small  profit  of  7/.  12#.  Od»  on  the 
impression. 

''You  mean  on  the  whole  impression? — 

Yes. 

^  Supposing  the  whole  impression  sold, 
the  whole  impression  would  have  produced 
52/.  6t.  8d,  profit  to  the  proprietor  of  the 
work,  and  the  eleven  copies  to  the  public 
libraries  would  be  44/.  IBs.  Bd,  and,  the  dif- 
ference would  be  7/.  12#.;  which  would  be 
the  net  profit  resulting  to  the  proprietor  upon 
the  whole  work  ?— Yes. 

**  What  is  the  price  of  paper  in  France  ? — 
The  printing  demy  of  a  thick  quality,  sells  in 
France  at  seventeen  francs  and  a  half,  or 
14#.  6c^.  English  money  per  ream,  but  the 
price  may  vary  from  11«.  to  i4#.  6d. 

**  What  is  the  price  of  a  similar  paper  in 
England  ?— From  Z2s,  to  36#.  per  ream." 

Mr.  Robert  Baldmn  called  in,  and  ex- 
amined* 

<'  What  is  the  value  of  books  delivered  by 
your  house,  since  the  passing  of  the  Act } — 
The  amount  of  the  books  delivered  by  us  to 
the  public  libraries  exceeds  1,000/.  at  the 
lowest  trade  price. 

*^  In  the  demand  made  by  the  public  libra- 
ries to  the  bookseller,  has  any  regard  been 
paid  either  to  the  utility  of  the  respective  books 
demanded,  or  to  the  books  previously  deli- 
vered by  the  publisher  ? — None  at  all ;  they 
have  been  taken  indiscriminately.  I  should 
suppose,  that  if  a  sum  of  money  was  allotted 
to  the  universities  to  purchase  books,  they 
would  not  purchase  one  in  ten  of  what  are 
published,  perhaps  not  one  in  twenty. 

"  Do  you  think  the  depositing  of  the  eleven 
copies  in  these  public  libraries  has  any  ten« 
dency  to  take  away  private  purchasers  ? — Cer* 
taiDly,  I  think  it  must. 

**  Does  it  not,  in  your  opinion,  supply  gra- 
tuitously  manv  people  who  would  otherwise 
be  purchasers  r — I  should  think  it  would. 

*^  Do  you  conceive  the  evil  is  to  be  at  all 
counteracted  by  any  supposed  notoriety  given 
to  those  publications  by  the  depositing  of  such 
copies  in  the  public  libraries  r— Not  by  any 
means. 

"  Do  you  conceive,  that  your  publications 
acquire  any  advantage  by  any  such  supposed 
notoriety?— We  do  not  consider  the  supposi- 
tion of  notoriety  arising  from  the  depositing 
of  the  books  to  be  well  founded,  or  productive 
of  any  advantage ;  if  we  did,  we  should  send 
the  books  to  the  public  libraries  without  any 
compulsion. 

VOL.  XXXIII.  {js:} 


Mr.  John  Murray  called  ixi,  and 
examined. 

<<  Did  you  not  publish  *^  The  Costumes  of 
various  Countries  ? — Yes. 

**  Was  that  an  expensive  work  P— It  was 
very  expensive. 

^  Should  you  now  hesitate  in  the  public 
cation  of  such  a  work^  knowing  that  you 
would  be  compelled  to  deliver  eleven  copies 
to  the  eleven  public  libraries? — Certainly  I 
would. 

**  The  wholesale  price  of  these  eleven 
copies  would  amount  to  a  very  large  sum  ?— 
It  would  be  a  very  serious  object. 

'<  What  may  be  the  amount  of  the  books 
which  you  may  have  delivered  at  Stationers' 
Hall,  since  the  passing  of  the  Act  of  1814  P — 
The  amount  ot  the  sale  price  to  the  public  is 
about  1,700/.;  and  as  those  books  had  a  very 
swift  sale,  I  consider  that  I  am  the  loser  of 
that  sum^  deducting  twenty-five  per  cent.^ 
which  would  be  the  sum  at  which  the  greatest 
part  of  those  works  would  have  been  sold ;  I 
would  deduct  aboat  420/.;  the  whole  loss 
would  be  then  about  1,275/. 

**  Do  you  not  consider  the  compulsory  de- 
livery of  eleven  copies  of  every  book  that  is 
published  as  a  very  heavy  tax  on  those  who 
speculate  in  the  publication  of  books,  in 
addition  to  the  very  high  duty  on  paper  and 
advertisements  P— Very  much  indeed/' 

Mr.  William  Darnel  called  in,  and 
examined. 

*'  Has  the  Act,  directing  the  delivery  of 
eleven  copies  to  the  public  libraries,  had  any 
effect  upon  any  publications  which  you  have 
made,  or  which  you  had  intended  to  make  P— > 
Checking  many. 

**  Will  you  be  so  good  as  to  state  what 
effect  it  had  upon  you  individually  ? — It  has 
prevented  the  continuation  of  a  large  folio 
work,  entitled  '  Oriental  Scenery.'  It  has 
prevented  also  a  reduced  edition  of  an  Afri- 
can work ;  another  of  Ceylon.  *  A  series  of 
Scenes  and  Figures  illustrative  of  the  Customs 
of  India,  and  of  Persons  and  Animals  pecu- 
liar to  that  Country.*  I  believe  those  are 
the  chief  works  which  the  Act  has  checked 
me  in  proceeding  with. 

''  Wnat  do  you  apprehend  to  be  the  actual 
expense  of  the  eleven  copies  which  you  have 
delivered  to  the  public  libraries  P— There  are 
two  publications  which  have  been  published 
since  the  Act  of  1814,  the  one  entitled  *  The 
Coast  of  Great  Britain,*  of  which  the  cost  of 
the  eleven  copies  amounted  to  seventy-seven 
guineas ;  the  other  a  reduced  edition  from  the 
large  ^  Oriental  Scenery,'  the  cost  of  the 
eleven  copies  amounted  to  218/.;  those  are 
the  two  chief  works  that  I  have  published 
since  the  Act,  of  which  the  eleven  copies  have 
been  demanded. 

*'  Previous  to  the  passing  of  the  Act,  it 
answered  your  purpose  to  go  on  with  the 
publication,  but  since  you  have  diKontinued 
it?<^Yes,  [  have. 
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^  Eaoh  copy,  after  the  paper  asd  tbe  plate 
have  been  prepared,  before  it  is  in  that  state 
which  the  public  libraries  would  have  required 
of  you  upon  each  volume,  would  come  to  a 
great  deal  of  money? — It  would  come  to 
from  10/.  to  15/." 

Mr.  William  Bernard  Cooke  called 
{n,  and  examined. 

'*  The  Committee  understand  you  are  an 
engraver  and  publisher? — I  am. 

'^  Are  you  not  publishing  a  work  upon  the 
Ruins  of  Pompeii  f-^l  am. 

**  What  would  be  the  price  of  a  complete 
copy  of  that  work  ? — ^A  complete  copy  would 
be  sixteen  guineas,  and  the  price  of  the 
copies^  upon  India  paper,  thirty-two  guineas. 

'*  Is  that  the  retail  price  1 — Yes ;  the  retail 
price  to  the  public. 

**  Then  what  will  be  the  amount  of  eleven 
copies  at  the  retail  price  ?-^201/.  12i. ;  be- 
cause the  finest  copies  are  claimed  by  the 
British  Museum. 

''What  would  be  the  amount  of  eleven 
copies  at  the  trade  price  ? — 161/.  4j. 

**  Which  of  those  prices  would  you  lose  by 
delivery  of  the  eleven  copies  ?— As  publisher,  I 
should  lose  the  201/.  12i.,  the  full  price. 

"If  the  Act  of  1814  had  not  passed,  should 
you  have  expected  any  of  the  libraries  to  have 
been  subscribers  to  the  work?-- 1  certainly 
should ;  because  the  British  Museum  had 
purchased  the  first  edition  of  the  'Thames,* 
and  have  discontinued  purchasing  any  other 
works  since, 

*^  What  other  works  of  this  sort  do  yon 
mean  to  publish? — I  am  also  publishing  a 
work  called  the  *  Thames,*  and  a  work  of 
'The  Southern  Coast  of  £ngland,*  from 
drawings  by  Turner. 

''  Uow  will  the  delivery  affect  you  upon 
them  ?— The  loss  sustained  by  delivering  the 
Thames'  will  be  88/.  4i.;  that  of  the '  Southern 
Coast,'  134/. 

^  Has  the  delivery  of  the  eleven  copies,  in 
your  opinion,  operated  to  discourage  such 
publications  ? — Most  certainly. 

''  Had  you  any  hesitation  in  undertaking 
tbe  work  of  Pompeii  ? — I  certainly  had,  in 
consequence  of  those  eleven  copies. 

«  The  liability  of  the  demand  of  the  eleven 
copies  seriously  entered  into  your  mind,  when 
yo«  made  the  calculation,  whether  you  should 
Of  should  not  undertake  that  work  ?— It  cer- 
tainly did. 

«  Do  you  think  that  the  delivery  of  eleven 
copies  of  a  very  expensive  work,  of  which  a 
small  number  will  b«  printed,  would  operate 
as  a  prohibition  to  the  undertaking  such  a 
work  ? — ^That  is  my  decided  opinion ;  I  have 
perfected  two  great  works,  which  are  now 
put  by  on  that  account,  having  even  engraved 
a  few  of  the  plates,  which  is  a  great  loss  to 
me. 

Mr.  Joseph  Harding  called  in.  and 
examined. 


^  Are  yott  at  praeeat  angaged  in  tba  fm^ 

lication  of  any  works  of  considerable  aipeaaa? 
—Yes. 

**  What  works  are  you  publishing  of  tbal 
description? — ^We  are  pubUshiog  an  edition 
of  Dugdale's  Monasticon  AnglicaDum,  in  four 
or  five  folio  volumes;  Dugdale's  History  of 
St.  Paul's  Cathedral;  Portraits  of  Illustrious 
Personages  of  Great  Britain,  in  two  folio  to* 
lumes,  with  120  Portraits  and  Memoirs; 
()rmerod*s  History  of  Cheshire ;  Wood's  Athe« 
noe  Oxonienses,  in  six  volumes,  quarto ;  tbey 
are  the  principal  works  we  are  publishing  at 
this  time. 

"  What  will  the  delivery  of  eleven  copies  of 
these  works  amount  to? — ^The  delivery  of 
eleven  copies  of  these  works  will  aoMunt  to 
2,1Q8/.  14f. 

**  Have  you  a  list  of  them,  stating  tlie 
amount  of  each  separately? — ^Eleven  copies 
of  Dugdale's  Monasticon  Anglioanum  will  be 
an  al»olote  loss  of  819/.;  the  loss  upon 
Dugdale's  History  of  St.  Paul's  Cathedral, 
will  be  189/.;  the  loss  upon  the  Portraits  of 
the  Illustrious  Personages  of  Great  Britain, 
will  be  630/4;  the  loss  upon  Ormerod's  His- 
tory of  Cheshire,  will  be  283/,  10s.  These 
four  sums  amount  to  1,921/,  lOi.;  and  tbe 
loss  upon  Wood*s  AlhensB  Oxonienses  will  be 
277/.  4«. 

**  What  loss  was  sustained  by  the  delivery 
of  eleven  extra  copies  of  Mr.  Ruding's  *  Hts« 
tory  of  Coinage'? — The  loss  upon  eleven 
copies  of  Ruding's  '  History  of  Coinage/ 
amounted  to  154/.;  it  was  an  actual  loss  of 
that  sum,  because  within  six  months  after  tbe 
publication  of  the  book,  every  copy  was  sold 
at  14/.  a  copy;  and  if  I  had  had  those 
eleven  copies  to  sell,  I  should  have  had  154JL 
more  to  receive. 

''  Can  you  state  the  comparative  prices  of 
English  books  printed  in  London,  and  the 
same  works  printed  abroad?— I  have  the 
prices  of  some  English  books  printed  on  the 
Continent,  which  may  throw  light  upon  that 
question : — Gibbon's  Miscellaneous  Works, 
with  his  Memoirs,  printed  at  Basle,  in  seven 
volumes,  octavo,  are  sold  retail  for  twenty- 
tive  francs,  which  in  English  money  amounts 
to  about  a  guinea ;  the  price  of  the  London 
edition  of  the  same  book,  in  five  vdomet, 
octavo,  is  3/.  5f.  Pot>e*s  Works,  with  notes, 
by  Wharton,  published  in  nine  octavo  vo- 
lumes, are  sold  for  twenty-five  francs,  about  a 
guinea;  the  London  price,  in  ten  volumes, 
octavo,  is  five  guineas.  The  price  of  Johnson 
and  Stevens's  Shakespeare,  published  in 
twenty-three  volumes,  octavo,  with  sixty 
plates,  is  sixty  francs,  about  2/L  lOf. ;  the 
London  edition,  published  in  twenty-one  vo- 
lumes, octavo,  without  any  plates  at  all,  is 
sold  at  twelve  guineas  on  small  paper,  and  on 
large  paper  for  eighteen  guineas. 

**  W^hat  is  the  price  of  Lord  Clarendon's 
History  of  the  Rebellion,  taking  with  you  that 
the  book  belongs  to  the  University  of  Oxford, 
and  cannot  be  printed  by  any  other  than  the 
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univeraity  printer  P^Tlte  London  price  of  th^ 
only  edition  which  the  Clarendon  Press  has 
printed  for  the  market  amounts  to  7l,  17s.  6d, 
small,  and  fifteen  guineas  large.  There  is  not 
a  80)^1  edition  of  the  work  to  sell,  though 
greatly  demanded.  The  price  of  an  octavo 
edition,  consisting  of  twelve  volumes,  printed 
on  the  Continent,  sells  abroad  for  thirty-siz 
francs,  or  about  1/.  tOs. 

"  Have  you  declined  publishing  any  works 
from  the  pressure  of  delivering  eleven  copies, 
besides  Mr.  Ruding's  *  History  of  the  Coin- 
age  ?'-~Yes,  we  have. 

"  Is  there  any  inconvenience  in  stating  what 
they  are? — We  have  declined  republishing 
Alexander  Barclay's  *  Ship  of  Fools/  a  folio 
volume  of  great  rarity  and  high  price.  Our 
probable  demand  would  not  have  been  more 
than  for  100  copies,  at  the  price  of  twelve 
guineas  each.  The  delivery  of  eleven  copies 
to  the  public  libraries  decided  us  against  enter- 
ing into  the  speculation.  There  is  auother 
work  which  we  have  declined  printing,  m*- 
terially  from  the  pressure  of  the  eleven  copies, 
which  is  a  work  of  great  value :  it  is  *  A 
Series  of  Views  relating  to  the  Architectural 
Antiquities  of  Normandy,'  by  Mr.  Cotman  of 
Yarmouth;  it  is  a  work  peculiarly  interesting 
to  antiquaries  and  to  architects,  but  to  few 
other  classes  of  society;  it  relates  to  the  Archi- 
tectural Antiquities  of  Normandy. 

"  The  Committee  understand  that  you  were 
the  undertakers  of  the  reprint  of  that  very  im- 
portant old  work  of  English  poetry,  called, 
"  The  Mirror  for  Magistrates,"  which  was 
printed  in  three  volumes  quarto? — ^Yes,  we 
were, 

^'  Was  not  the  loss  of  eleven  copies  upon 
that  work  a  very  considerable  loss  ? — It  was  a 
loss  of  110  guineas;  and  we  should  not  have 
been  able  to  have  supplied  the  copies  to  the 
public  libraries  if  the  work  had  not  been  five 
or  six  years  printing,  in  consequence  of  which 
some  of  the  subscribers  had  declined." 

Mr*  Jo/itt  Martin  called  in>  and  ex- 
amined. 

*'  Are  you  not  engaged  in  the  publication 
of  Mr.  Dod weirs  Scenes  and  Monuments  of 
Greece? — We  are. 

"  What  would  be  the  price  of  a  complete 
copy  of  that  work  P— About  thiny  guineas. 

*'  What  will  the  engraving  q£  the  plates  and 
the  colouring  of  them  cost  you  ? — About  3,000/. 

*'  What  would  be  the  amount  of  the  eleven 
eopies  of  tliat  work  to  be  supplied  to  the  pub- 
lie  libraries  at  the  selling  prices  ?-~The  selling 
price  would  be  330  guineas. 

"And  what  would  be  the  trade  price?— 
llie  trade  price  will  be  about  27d/." 

Mr.  Charles  Slothard  called  in  and  ex- 
amined. 

'^  You  are  publishing  the  Monumental  £(6- 
giet  of  Great  Briuin?— Yes. 

**  The  price  is  twenty-eight  guineas  the  large 
paper,  and  twenty  guineas  the  small?--- Yes. 

"  Do  you  publish  ibe  work  on  your  own 
aeeount?— Certainly. 


"  Do  you  conceive  that  the  delirery  of  the 
eleven  copies  to  the  public  libraries  is  a  great 
grievance? — A  very  great  one  indeed;  mr  I 
believe,  that  if  I  had  known  it  when  I  com- 
menced the  work,  I  should  not  have  begun  it.** 

Samuel  LyiOM,  Esq.,  called  in,  and  ex- 
amined. 

"  For  twenty-five  years  I  have  been  pre- 
paring for  publication  an  extensive  work  on 
the  Roman  Antiquities  of  England,  entitled, 
**  Reliquis  Britannicte-Romanie,**  consisting 
of  more  than  one  hundred  and  sixty  plates  in 
folio,  many  of  them  forty  inches  by  twenty- 
thfee,  on  which  work  I  have  already  expended 
6,000/.  From  the  nature  of  this  work,  which 
requires  that  the  greater  part  of  the  plates 
should  be  coloured,  to  render  them  intelli- 
gible, it  is  not  probable  that  more  than  a 
hundred  copies  will  ever  be  completed;  and 
if  the  whole  of  that  number  should  be  sold,  at 
fifty  guineas  a  copy,  I  should  not  be  reim« 
bursed  my  expenses.  In  the  two  first  volumes 
of  this  work  aJ ready  published,  I  have  given  a 
short  letter-press  description  of  the  plates; 
but  finding  that  under  the  last  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment for  the  encouragement  of  learning,  my 
continuing  to  give  such  printed  explanations 
would  su^ect  me  to  the  neavy  tax  of  eleven 
copies  of  my  work  for  the  public  libra* 
ries,  and  deprive  me  of  several  of  my  pur- 
chasers, some  of  those  libraries  having 
bought  my  two  first  volumes,  I  have  deter- 
mined to  omit  any  letter-press,  and  have 
engraved  my  title-pages  and  list  of  plates.  I 
am  convinced  that  few  books  of  antiquities  or 
natural  history,  consisting  chiefly  of  platesi 
which  are  attended  with  a  very  heavy  expense, 
and  especially  those  which  require  to  be  co« 
loured,  can  be  published  in  this  country  with 
letter-press,  if  the  editors  are  thereby  liable  to 
be  taxed  with  the  delivery  of  the  eleven  copies 
for  the  public  libraries,  and  that  the  publishers 
will  be  under  the  necessity  either  of  omitting 
any  printed  description,  or  having  them  printed 
on  the  Continent,  where  much  would  be  saved 
in  the  article  of  paper  alone,  the  price  of  the 
larger  sorts  of  which  iu  this  country  is  ex- 
tremely high  in  consequence  of  the  heavy  duty 
on  them.  I  give  twelve  guineas  per  ream  for 
the  smallest  paper  which  I  use  for  this  work* 
and  seventeen  guineas  for  the  larger,  which  I 
am  obliged  to  employ  on  account  of  the  sixe 
of  some  of  the  plates* 

'<  The  discovery  of  these  Roman  Antiquities  - 
has  cost  yoQ  many  years  labour  and  attention  f 
— A  period  of  twenty-five  years. 

"  The  Committee  would  presume  that  you 
feel  it  to  be  impossible  that  anything  like  the 
same  interest  would  attach  to  these  plates 
without  the  explanation  of  letter-press  to  each 
plate? — Certainly  not ;  I  intend  hereafter  to 
print  some  letter-press,  probably  on  the  Con- 
tinent, and  import  it. 

*'  Which  letter-press  you  would  etherwist 
have  printed  in  this  country  ?-«Yei^  with  the 
work." 
Q2 
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Thomas  Piatt,  Esq.  called  m^  and  ex- 
amined. 

"  Are  you  one  of  the  trustees  under  Dr. 
Sibthorp's  will  P — One  of  the  executors. 

**  Are  there  any  instructions  in  his  will  rcla^ 
ti?e  to  the  publication  of  the  Flora  Grsca? — 
There  are  as  to  the  mode  in  which  the  work 
was  to  be  published.  He  devised  an  estate  to 
the  University  of  Oxford,  upon  trust,  that  the 
rents  should  be  applied,  first,  in  the  publication 
of  two  works,  to  be  intituled  '  Flora  Graeca,' 
and  '  Prodomus  Flora  Graecia;'  the  Flora  Grsca 
to  consist  of  ten  folio  volumes,  each  volume 
to  consist  of  100  coloured  plates,  to  be  coloured 
from  a  collection  of  drawings  which  he  had 
caused  to  be  made  for  the  purpose,  and  which 
he  afterwards  gives  to  the  University  of  Ox- 
ford ;  and,  these  two  works  being  completed 
and  published,  he  directs  the  rents  to  be  ap- 
plied in  the  establishment  of  a  Professorship 
of  Rural  Economy,  200/.  of  the  rents  to  be 
paid  annually  to  the  professor  for  his  salary, 
and  the  remainder  to  purchase  books  for  the 
professor's  library.  • 

''  As  the  estate  has  hitherto  produced  not 
more  than  200/.  a  year,  the  expense  of  eleven 
copies  of  the  work  would  amount  to  sixteen 
years'  rent  of  the  estate ;  and  of  course  the 
giving  eleven  copies  be  an  insurmountable 
di£Bculty  ? — I  could  not,  as  executor  pursue  it; 
I  should  throw  it  upon  the  hands  of  the  Uni- 
versity. 

'*  According  to  your  experience  in  the  pub- 
lication of  this  work  of  Dr.  Sibthorp,  do  you 
not  conceive  that  the  gratuitous  delivery  of 
eleven  copies  would  render  any  work  of  that 
magnitude  entirely  impossible  to  be  published 
by  any  individual,  with  expectation  of  covering 
his  expenses? — Yes,  I  do  verily  believe  it ;  a 
work  of  half  that  value  I  should  consider  it  im- 
possible to  publish;  the  right  of  exacting 
eleven  copies  appears  to  me  an  extinguisher 
upon  splendid  and  expensive  works.'' 

Mr.  Thomas  Fisher  called  in,  and  exa- 
mined. 

**  You  have  a  work  in  hand,  of  which  a  certain 
limited  number  were  subscribed  for,  concern- 
ing some  ancient  paintings  and  charters  at 
Stratford-upon-Avon  ? — I  have. 

**  The  price  being  twelve  and  eight  guineas  ? 
—Yes. 

"  You  have  been  seven  years  employed  in 
the  execution  of  that  work  ? — The  drawings 
were  made  in  the  year  1804 ;  they  were  exe- 
cuted in  polyautographic  (a  mode  of  printing 
from  tablets  of  stone),  between  that  and  in 
1807,  when  the  first  part  was  published,  con- 
sisting of  a  title,  and  eight  coloured  prints  from 
ancient  paintings ;  the  second  part  came  out 
above  two  years  afterwards,  consisting  of  seven 
prints  from  paintings,  and  two  copper-plates ; 
the  third  part  was  published  in  1812,  consist- 
ing of  one  double  plate  of  a  painting,  and 
other  plates  (copper)  to  the  amount  of  four- 
teen,  with  one  sheet  of  letter-press.    The 


whole  of  the  paintings  were  coloored  by  my 
own  hand,  excepting  a  few  impressions  of  one 
in  which  I  endeavoured  to  avail  myself  of  the 
assistance  of  colourers ;  but  I  found  their  work 
unsatisfactory  to  me,  and  discontinned  the 
employment  of  them. 

'*  Was  this  work  so  commenced  by  you^disooii- 
tinued  in  consequence  of  the  decision  subject- 
ing you  to  the  delivery  of  eleven  copies  ?— 
Yes ;  printing  any  work  of  the  polyautographic 
press ;  conceiving  that  mode  of  printing  to  be 
but  little  understood,  may  I  be  at  liberty  to 
explain  it  to  the  honourable  Committee.  In- 
stead of  copper-plates  or  types,  a  tablet  of 
stone  isproduced  by  the  polyautographic  printer, 
with  steel  pens  and  a  prepared  ink  ;  a  draw- 
ing is  maoe  upon  the  stone  which  he  takes 
away,  and  has  a  method  of  fixing  the  drawing, 
so  as  to  produce  or  strike  off  any  number  of 
copies.  The  number  upon  which  1  determined 
for  my  work  was  120;  the  stone  was  then 
cleaned  and  brought  again,  and  I  proceeded 
with  the  second,  and  so  on  through  the  series 
of  plates;  my  fixed  number  was  120  impres- 
sions. 

**  You  were,  therefore,  unable  to  continue 
your  work  to  your  subscribers,  in  consequence 
of  being  liable  to  this  demand  ? — ^In  conse- 
quence of  but  having  120  copies  of  each  poly<« 
autographic  print,  when  I  found  by  a  deci- 
sion in  the  Court  of  King's  Bench  that  I  was 
liable  to  eleven  actions  at  law  for  the  recovery 
of  eleven  copies  by  eleven  privileged  libraries, 
I  conceived  it  would  be  impossible  for  me 
to  comply  with  that  demand,  and  I  discon- 
tinued tne  work." 

Mr.  Brooke  called  in,  and  examined. 

''  What  is  your  line  of  business  ?— Printing 
and  publishing. 

'^  In  what  peculiar  line  ? — Peculiarly  in  the 
law  line. 

"  Have  you  experienced  any  inconvenience 
or  injury  from  the  provisions  of  the  Copyright 
Act  ? — I  am  very  much  aggrieved  by  the  ne- 
cessity of  delivering  eleven  copies  of  the  works 
which  I  publish,  principally  law  works,  on 
which  it  falls  very  hard. 

"  In  what  manner  do  you  conceive  law 
works  are  particularly  affected  by  the  delivery 
of  the  eleven  copies  ?— The  temporary  nature  of 
their  matter  mtkes  it  necessary  to  confine 
their  editions  to  a  comparatively  small  number 
of  copies,  and  the  expenses  of  printing  and 
editing  are  so  great,  that  the  deduction  of 
eleven  copies  is  a  very  serious  evil,  as  attach- 
ing to  every  new  edition." 

Mr.  Rohert  Harding  Evans  called  iiit 
and  examined. 

**  In  very  expensive  works,  particularly  of 
scientific  illustration,  can  you  speak  to  the 
operation  of  the  Act  of  1814  ?^I  conceive  it 
to  be  a  very  heavy  and  very  grievous  imposi- 
tion upon  the  bookseller,  and  such  as  is  not 
levied  by  any  other  country  in  Europe. 

*•  Have  you  found  from  your  own  experiencei 
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that  that  Act  has  operated  to  the  discourage- 
ment of  any  literary  production  of  the  descrip- 
tion to  which  you  refer  ? — Certainly. 

**  But  can  you  specify  any  instance  in  which 
this  Act  has  effected  this  discouragement  of 
^hich  you  are  speaking ;  has  it  in  your  opi- 
nion, operated  to  prevent  the  publication  of 
any  literanr  work  which  would  be  useful  to  the 
public  ?-^ertainly,  it  has  prevented  the 
printing  and  publishing  of  several  editions  of 
the  Classics,  which  were  about  to  be  printed 
at  the  time  the  Act  passed,  but  which  were 
laid  aside  by  the  booksellers  in  consequence. 

"  Is  it  not  the  Copyright  in  that  work  so 
annotated  upon;  and  can  any  body  reprint 
tfaat  book  with  these  notes  ?^-No;  but  still  we 
are  obliged  to  give  the  eleven  copies  to  the 
public  libraries,  where  an  old  book  is  re- 
printed, even  though  there  be  no  addition  in 
the  shape  of  notes  or  observations ;  suppose, 
for  instance,  I  were  to  reprint  the  Universal 
History,  although,  I  believe,  that  every  one 
of  the  persons  now  entitled  to  claim  it,  have 
a  copy  in  their  possession,  yet,  though  I  might 
print  it  without  an  iota  of  addition,  I  must 
give  eleven  copies  to  the  public  libraries,  not- 
withstanding they  were,  in  fact,  only  dupli- 
cates of  those  already  in  their  possession. 
With  the  exception  of  one  of  the  Scotch  Uni- 
▼ersities,  the  public  libraries  have  universally 
exacted  even  novels;  that  university,  to 
which  I  allude,  certainly  does  not  take 
novels. 

**  In  those  reprints,  had  the  law  stood  as  it 
now  does,  would  you  have  conceived  the  de- 
manded eleven  copies  as  a  great  grievance  ? — 
Certainly ;  I  myself  printed  a  copy  of  Hack- 
luyt*s  Voyages,  and  we  only  printed  250 
copies,  and  I  certainly  conceived,  that  the 
public  libraries  were  likely  to  be  purchasers  of 
that,  and  I  had  been  asked  before  I  went  to 
press  with  the  work,  whether  I  should  have 
printed  it  if  I  had  the  eleven  copies  to  deliver ; 
most  probably  I  should  not  have  printed  it,  nor 
published  it« 

''  What  is  the  price  of  that  book  ?— Fifteen 
guineas;  and  the  eleven  copies  were  de- 
manded just  prior  to  the  Act. 

"  What  was  the  price  of  the  250  copies  ? — 
3,750/. 

*'  What  was  the  price  of  the  eleven  copies  ? 
—Hie  price  of  the  eleven  copies  was  165 
guineas." 

Upon  this  evidence  it  must  be  quite 
unnecessary  to  offer  a  word  of  comment. 
The  character  and  experience  of  the  wit- 
nessea,  the  clearness  of  their  statements, 
and  the  irresistible  force  of  their  conclu- 
sions, must  carry  conviction  to  every  mind. 
It  did  so,  indeed,  to  the  Members  of  the 
Committee,  who  drew  up  a  Report, 
bearing  date  the  5th  of  Jane,  1818,  in 
which  they  approach  very  nearly,  in  their 
recommendation,  to  the  measure  that  I 
|U)w  venture  to  propose.    This  Committeei 


satisBed  of  the  injustice  of  this  tax,  in  its 
principle  and  in  its  details,  were  desirous 
of  ascertaining  its  amount  within  a  given 
period ;  and  having  directed  a  statement 
to  be  prepared  by  one  of  the  witnesses,  an 
experienced  bookseller,  of  the  retail  price 
of  one  copy  of  every  book  entered  at 
Stationers'  Hall,  between  the  30th  of  July, 
1814,  and  the   1st  of  April,  1817,  they 
found   that  such   prices  of  one  copy  of 
each  book  only  amounted  in  the  whole  to 
1,419/.  The  prices  of  the  books  received 
by  this  gratuitous  delivery   into  the  Uni- 
versity of  Cambridge  alone,  within  the 
period  named,  amounted  to  1,145/.  ;  and 
taking  the    gratuitous   deliveries   to  the 
other  ten  libraries  to  be  of  the  same  value, 
the  whole  amount  would  be  13,095/.,  as 
a  tax  paid  by  authors,  or  publishers,  or 
both — not  to  the  poor  and  needy,  or  to 
those  who  are  unable  to  supply  themselves 
— not  to  Mechanics'  Institutions,  or  Parish 
Libraries,  or  National  Schools,  or  Public 
Reading  Rooms  for  the  use  of  all  classes 
— but  to  ten  at  least  out  of  the  eleven,  of 
exclusive  Corporations,  the  greater  num- 
ber, if  not  all,  of  whom  are  perfectly  able, 
though  they  may  not  be  willing,  to  pay 
for  their  own  supplies  of  books,  as  they 
are  by  law  compelled  to  do  for  food  and 
faiment,  and  every  other  necessary  or  lux. 
ury  which  they  require. 

The  Select  Committee  of  1818,  there- 
fore, reported  this  resolution  to  the 
House. 

''  Resolved— That  it  is  the  opinion  of  this 
Committee,  that  it  is  desirable  that  so  much  of 
the  Copyright  Act  as  requires  the  gratuitous 
delivery  of  every  work  should  be  repealed, 
except  in  so  far  as  relates  to  the  British  Mu- 
seum, and  that  it  is  desirable  that  a  fixed 
allowance,  in  lieu  thereof,  should  be  granted 
to  such  of  the  other  libraries  as  may  be  thought 
expedient.'' 

This,  Sir,  was  the  Report  of  the  Com- 
mittee of  1818.  Why  it  has  never  been 
acted  upon  up  to  this  period,  it  is  for 
others  rather  than  myself  to  say.  But  as 
it  was  one  of  the  first  subjects  to  which 
I  ventured  to  direct  my  attention,  as  soon 
as  I  had  the  honour  of  a  seat  in  this 
House — and  as  it  has  been  postponed 
from  time  to  time,  not  from  any  wish  of 
my  own,  but  from  the  perpetual  diflS- 
culties  that  present  themselves  in  the 
way  of  independent  Members  bringing 
forward  their  motions,  from  the  pres- 
sure of  Government  business,  and  the 
constant  interruptions  and  irregularities 
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Itave  steadily  kept  to  my  determination  of 
pressing  it  forward  on  the  first  available 
opportunity,  and  I  do  sincerely  hope,  that 
His  Majesty's  Ministers,  and  the  House  in 
general,  will  accord  to  my  motion  their 
ready  and  cheerful  support. 

I  am  bound  to  add|  however,  that 
consistently  with  my  own  principles, 
I  am  for  the  entire  repeal  of  the  delivery 
of  the  whole  number  of  the  eleven 
copies,  because  I  cannot  perceive,  even  in 
the  proposed  exception  of  the  British 
Museum,  why  authors  and  publishers 
should  be  specially  taxed  for  its  support, 
in  the  exaction  of  their  books,  any  more 
than  botanists,  or  mineralogists,  or  zoo- 
logists, or  painters,  or  sculptors,  or  anti- 
quaries, or  collectors  of  any  kind  should 
be  taxed,  by  being  obliged  to  contribute 
fVom  their  stores  or  productions  to  swell 
the  treasures  of  the  British  Museum. 
Whatever  is  requisite  or  desirable  for  that 
institution— to  make  it,  as  I  wish  it  to  be, 
the  first  museum  in  the  world — let  it  by 
all  means  have.  But  the  nation  is  rich 
enough  to  buy  the  books  it  requires,  as 
veil  as  to'pay  for  the  building  in  which 
they  are  lodged ;  and  as  the  librarians, 
and  servants,  and  messengers  are  not 
called  upon  to  give  their  labour  gra- 
tuitously for  the  public  service,  I  can  see 
no  reason,  whatever,  why  authors  and 
publishers  should  do  so.  The  labourer  is 
worthy  of  his  hire  in  each  case,  and  we 
have  no  more  right  to  demand  that  the 
author  shall  give  the  productions  of  his 
mind  without  reward,  than  we  have  to 
command  the  sentry  to  guard  the  trea- 
sures that  are  within  the  ediBce,  at  whose 
gates  he  is  posted,  without  pay.  At  the 
same  time,  I  am  free  to  say,  that  as  in  the 
last  petition  of  the  Booksellers  themselves, 
which  was  presented  to  the  House  of 
Commons  on  the  32nd  of  March,  1819, 
while  they  prayed  to  be  relieved  from  the 
gratuitous  delivery  of  ten  of  the  eleven 
copies  of  every  published  work,  now  de- 
manded of  them  by  law,  they  were  willing 
to  continue  the  grant  of  one  copy  of  each 
work  to  the  British  Museum  ;  if  any  hon. 
Member  who  may  be  associated  with  me 
in  bringing  in  the  Bill,  shall  introduce  a 
clause  of  exception  in  favour  of  that 
Natk>nal  Institution,  and  it  should  be  the 
general  feeling  of  the  House  that  it 
should  be  still  so  sopplied,-— I  shall  not 
oppose  that  single  concession.  In  the 
tame  spirit  of  conciliation,  I  will  also  add, 

.(b«t  if  the  Ten  Libraries  to  whom  this 


privilege  is  to  be  no  longer  continued,  afistll 
be  thought  entitled  to  an  annual  grant, 
for  the  encouragement  of  learning,  from 
the  Consolidated  Fund,  to  be  applied  to 
the  purchase  of  such  Books  as  may  be 
required,  which  sum  must  then  come  from 
the  funds  of  the  people  at  large,  and  not 
be  exclusively  drawn,  as  at  present,  from 
authors  and  publishers  of  books  only,  I 
shall  be  prepared  to  give  such  a  propo- 
sition my  assent  and  support.  But  1  do 
trust  that  no  consideration  of  vested 
interests  will  prevent  the  House  from  at 
least  allowing  me  to  introduce  this  mea- 
sure, on  the  understanding  that  it  shall  be 
submitted  to  a  full  and  fair  discussion  io 
all  its  bearings  on  the  second  reading. 
In  this  hope,  Sir,  I  therefore  beg  leave  to 
move,  ''  That  leave  be  given  to  bring  in  a 
Bill  to  repeal  so  much  of  the  Copyright 
Act  as  enjoins  the  gratuitous  delivery  of 
eleven  copies  of  every  published  work,  to 
eleven  of  the  public  libraries,  colleges,  and 
other  institutions  of  the  kingdom." 

Dr.  Bofvring  seconded  the  motion.  He 
expressed  his  regret,  that  no  steps  had  been 
taken  before  this  to  form  an  arrangement  be- 
tween the  Governments  of  England  and 
France  for  an  interchange  of  literary  works. 

Mr.  Arthur  Trevor  said,  though 
it  might  be  injurious  to  both  author 
and  publisher  to  abstract  from  them  eleven 
copies  of  very  expensive  works,  which 
might  not  yet  be  standard  works,  still  it 
would  be  an  advantage  to  literature  to 
have  copies  of  standard  works  given  to  the 
great  public  literary  institutions  of  the 
country,  which  parties  could  consult  with- 
out the  expense  of  purchasing  them ;  and^ 
if  they  were  meritorious  works,  certain 
readers  would  have  an  opportunity  of  re- 
commending them  to  the  country  through 
the  reviews.   He  would  oppose  the  motion. 

Mr.  Goulhum  said,  that  though  it  ap- 
peared the  hon*  Gentleman's  motion  would 
not  only  deprive  the  colleges  and  other  in- 
stitutions of  the  right  to  get  copies,  but 
even  of  any  conpensation  for  this  de- 
privation, he  should  not  oppose  the  first 
introduction  of  the  Bill,  and  would  wait  to 
see,  at  a  subsequent  step  whether  any  fiinds 
were  to  be  provided  by  the  country  for  the 
purchase  of  these  works.  It  was  nonsense 
to  say  that  the  present  law  operated  as  a 
discouragement  to  literature.  The  un* 
doubtied  fact  was,  that  it  was  a  great  stimu* 
lus  to  the  literature  of  the  country  to  place 
in  the  public  institutions  copies  of  new 
works,  which  all  might;  read  and  know  Uie 
Yalue  of  j  aodi  by  knowing  ibeir  yiliis^ 
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dnttlate  their  opinioiii.  Mach  of  the  u^ 
guoMnt  of  the  hon.  Member  was  upset  by 
the  simple  fact  that,  so  far  as  Cambridge 
was  concerned,  the  gratuity  of  copies  was 
not  an  invasion,  but  a  compromise  very  ad- 
vantageous to  the  author  and  publisher. 
Formerly,  that  was  before  the  statute  of 
Anne,  the  univernties  had  the  privilege  of 
publishing  for  the  use  of  the  students  copies 
of  every  new  work,  if  they  chose,  but  this 
right  Was  resigned  for  the  getting  of  a  single 
copy.  Cambridge,  so  far  from  availing  it- 
self of  the  right  to  get  a  copy  of  each  new 
work,  and  stopping  these,  had,  in  many 
cases,  advertised  a  good  work,  and  purchased 
many  copies,  as  in  the  case  of  Sibthorp's 
**  Flora  Gneca*'  (as  we  understood),  which 
was  published  at  50/.  a  volume.  He  did 
not  mean  to  say  that  this  was  the  work  of 
his  gallant  Friend  beside  him.  It  was  an 
advanta^  to  authors  to  have  theur  works 
placed  in  the  libraries,  for  they  became 
more  known  to  literary  men  ;  and  by  read- 
ing works  of  merit  in  libraries,  men  were 
enabled  to  become  authors  themselves.  He 
would  reserve  his  opposition  to  a  future 
stase  of  the  BilL 

Mr.  Williams  Wynn  said,  it  was  neces- 
sary to  have  more  evidence  of  the  nature 
of  the  Bill  before  they  decided  upon  it. 
He  considered  that  if  any  alteration  were 
made  in  the  present  system,  that  the  uni- 
versities would  be  entitled  to  receive  some 
pecuniary  compensation  in  lieu  of  the  books 
to  which  they  were  now  entitled,  and  that 
pecuniary  compensation  might  be  very  be- 
neficially expended  in  the  purchase  of  new 
and  useful  works;  and  that  arrangement 
would,  he  conceived,  materially  conduce  to 
the  benefit  of  those  learned  institutions, 
for  then  they  would  have  the  advantage  of 
selecting  books  of  standard  merit ;  and  he 
believed  that  when  the  Universities  first 
received  the  privilege  it  was  limited  to  cer- 
tain great  works,  and  was  not  meant  to 
embrace  all  the  books  published.  He  felt, 
however,  that  the  House  had  no  right  to 
withdraw  from  the  universities  the  privi- 
leges which  they  now  enjoyed,  because  it 
would  in  a  great  measure  tend  to  destroythe 
utility  of  their  libraries.  On  the  other  hand, 
however,  he  considered  that  it  would  be  a 
great  tax  upon  authors  of  expensive  works, 
and  publishers  of  reprinted  books,  such,  for 
instance,  as  "  Hatsell's  Precedents,"  which 
Members  must  have,  or  "  Dusdale's  Mo- 
Aasticon,"  that  they  should  be  claimed  by  the 
Universitiefi.  At  the  same  time  he  felt  as 
strongly  asany  man  the  impropriety  andinjus- 
tiee  orinterferiiig  with  rented  rights  without 


adequate  ooupensatiofi  being  awaided,  and, 
therefore,  he  hoped  that  if  the  proposed 
measure  should  be  sanctioned  by  the  Go- 
vernment, his  right  hon.  Friend,  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  would  take 
the  subject  into  his  consideration,  with 
a  view  to  the  principle  of  compensa« 
tion.  He  did  not  thindc  that  it  would  be 
too  much  to  award  each  of  the  unlversitiee 
500/.  a-year  in  lieu  of  the  privilege  they 
at  present  claimed,  and  that  arrangement 
he  considered  would  tend,  not  only  to  the 
advantage  of  the  universities,  but  to  that  of 
literature  in  general. 

The  ChanceUar  of  the  Exchequer  felt 
called  upon  to  say  a  few  words  upon  this 
subject,  which  was  extremely  important* 
not  only  as  regarded  the  rights  of  the  uni* 
versities,  but  the  interests  of  authon^  and, 
he  might  add,* the  welfare  of  literature* 
The  principle  of  compensation,  alluded  to 
by  his  right  hon.  Friend  who  had  just  sat 
down  had  been  admitted  in  the  case  of  the 
University  of  Aberdeen,  in  the  year  1833, 
when  a  Bill  was  passed  on  the  subject;  but 
he  was  notatpresent  prepared  to  say  how  far 
it  might  be  expedient  to  extend  the  princi- 
ple of  that  Bill  to  the  other  universities. 
He  certainly  was  most  anxious  that  the  in* 
terests  of  literature  should  be  protected, 
and  he  was  of  opinion,  that  it  would  be 
better,  and  more  convenient  for  the  uni- 
versities, that  they  should  each  have  at 
their  disposal  a  sum  of  money  for  the  pur- 
chase of  really  useful  works,  than  that  they 
should  have  thrown  upon  them  an  indis- 
criminate mass  of  puUications,  many  of 
which  were  worse  than  useless.  At  the 
same  time  he  considered  that  there  should 
be  some  place  of  deposit  for  every  work 
published,  in  order  that  future  generationa 
might  be  enabled  to  judge  of  the  state  of 
our  literature,  and  the  manners,  habits» 
and  customs  of  the  time  in  which  we  lived. 
The  Universities,  however,  ought  not  to  be 
deprived  of  their  privileges  without  compen- 
sation, and  he  should  object  to  any  measure 
which  would  go  to  that  extent.  He  should 
be  glad  to  see  the  proposed  Bill  introducedi 
and  when  the  House  went  into  Committee 
upon  it,  hon.  Gentlemen  would  then  have 
the  opportunity  of  examining  its  details,  and 
considering  how  far,  consistently  with  pub* 
lie  and  private  interests,  the  measure  ought 
to  be  supported. 

Mr.  Lefroy  was  satisfied  that  he  should 
best  consult  the  interest  of  the  univenily 
he  had  the  honour  to  represent,  by  stating 
that  whatever  plan  would  most  conduce  to 
the  benefit  of  liteKature  io  geoml  moM 
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Cbeing  400  less  tban  the  fontier  Return) 
"Were  oommittsd  for  thoie  offienoef,  and  only 
two  persons  executed.  The  other  nations 
of  Europe  were  aholishing  capital  punish- 
ments except  in  cases  of  murder,  and  he 
thought  this  country  ou^t  not  to  he  the 
last  in  the  cause  of  humanity^  and  in  the 
abolition  of  exhibitions  which  tended  rather 
to  bmtalise  than  to  improve  the  habits  and 
the  fedings  of  the  people.  With  respect 
to  the  motion  now  before  the  House,  it  had 
bis  most  cordial  support. 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  thought 
the  House  generally  was  agreed  upon  the 
principle  of  the  Bill  of  his  hoD.  and  learned 
Friend,  and  it  might  be  convenient  that  he 
should  now  state  that  it  had  the  entire  ac- 
quiescence of  his  Majesty's  Grovemment. 
He  thought  it  was  hard  to  deprive  persons 
convicted  of  murder  of  an  opportunity  for 
that  appeal  to  the  Crown  which  was  allowed 
in  all  other  cases.  The  proposition  of  his 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  embodied,  as  he 
understood,  the  adoption  of  the  practice  in 
Scotland— a  practice  which,  since  the  Por- 
teus  trials,  had  been  productive  of  no  mischief. 
With  respect  to  the  mitigation  of  capital 
punishments  in  other  cases,  though  that 
had  been  the  principle  of  legislation  since 
the  inquiries  under  his  late  Friend  Sir 
James  Macintosh,  he  must  say,  that  he 
could  not  attribute  the  diminution  of  crime 
entirely  to  that  system  of  legislation,  but 
rather  to  the  existing  state  of  the  country. 
He  would  not  at  present  say  more,  than 
that  he  entirely  concurred  in  the  motion 
for  the  introduction  of  this  Bill. 

Mr.  Lenmmisead,  that,  in  addition  to  the 
evidence  which  the  Returns,  quoted  by  the 
hon*  Member  for  Middlesex,  aflforded  of  the 
happy  effects  resulting  from  a  mitigation  of 
the  criminal  law,  he  held  in  his  hand  Re- 
turns showing  a  similar  diminution  of  crime 
in  the  metropolitan  district.  He  would, 
however,  first  refer  to  the  Returns  from 
England  and  Wales,  excluding  London  and 
Middlesex.  By  these  it  appeared  that  upon 
the  eight  circuits  there  were,  for  the  three 
years  ending  1829,  3,9^0  committed,  and 
fifW-four  executed.  For  the  three  years 
siidiDg  18S5,  3,648  were  committed,  and 
only  one  was  executed.  Thus  showing, 
under  a  relaxed  criminal  code,  a  diminution 
of  307  committals  and  fifty-three  execu- 
tions. In  London  and  Mi^lesex,  for  the 
three  years  ending  18^9,  there  were  com- 
mitted for  coining,  forgeiy,  horse-stealing, 
sheep-stealing,  and  larcenies  above  5L  in 
dwelling-houses,  67S  persons,  and  of  those 
ferty«two  were  executed;  while>  in  the 


subsequent  year^,  when  those  crimes  were 
no  longer  capital,  but  secondary  punish- 
ments substituted,  the  actual  number  of  these 
offences  fell  to  649 ;  ^t  showed,  therefore, 
that  though  the  law  had  been  mitigated, 
still  it  had  been  rendered  more  efficacious. 
He  tendered  bis  best  thanks  to  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Cockennouth  for  the 
introduction  of  this  Bill. 
Leave  was  given  to  bring  in  the  Bill. 

Railways.]  Sir  Harry  Vemer  moired 
that  an  Address  be  presented  to  his  Miyesty, 
praying  his  Majesty  to  appoint  a  Royal 
Commission,  to  whose  consideration  should 
be  submitted  every  proposal  to  construct  a 
railway  in  any  part  of  Great  Britain  and 
Ireland  before  the  introduction  of  a  Bill 
for  the  purpose  into  Parliament.  He  pro- 
posed that  the  duty  of  the  Commission 
should  be,  to  report  whether  every  proposed 
project  for  making  a  railroad  could  be  carried 
into  efilect.  He  would  also  have  it  distin- 
guished between  the  bonajide  projects  and 
mere  stock-exchange  bubbles.  Ontne  whole 
his  object  was  to  fovour*  not  obstruct  the 
construction  of  railways. 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  said, 
that  if  he  felt  it  his  duty  to  object  to  the 
proposition  at  the  present  moment,  it  was 
not  from  any  indifference  to  the  importance 
of  the  question  itself,  but  because  this  was 
not  the  fit  time  at  which  to  submit  it  to 
the  House.  A  Select  Committee  had  been 
appointed,  to  whom  all  these  matters  had 
been  referred,  and  it  would  be  better  to 
have  the  evidence  taken  before  them,  as 
well  as  their  observations  upon  it,  before 
any  decisive  course  was  taken.  The  question 
was  one  of  importance,  and  not  to  be  dealt 
with  lightly.  The  present  proposition 
would  give  to  the  Government  greater 
power  over  the  capital  of  the  country,  than 
ne  at  present  thought  the  House  would  or 
ought  to  confer.  He  was  as  anxious  as 
any  man  to  separate  the  interests  of  the 
stock-broker  from  those  of  the  engineer, 
and  the  work  from  the  jobbing;  but  at  pre- 
sent he  hoped  the  hon.  Member  would 
withdraw  his  Motion. 

Motion  withdrawn. 
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FHdenf,  April  29,  1836. 

ICnvom.^  PiliHoBi  praebted.  By  ffvwtl  VfbBiJi  LobM* 
ftom  Tatioot  Plun,  for  th»  Btitar  Otanmon  of  ia« 
Satabattk-^By  the  Earl  of  RiKur,  Dcom  Athlon^  tlitt 
Galmy  may  be  veoommoDded  ai  the  great  Weston  StatMn 
ftff  Cominqpieatioo  iiith  Ameciea^-'By  Karl  Omt,  AtMn 
Ponteftaet,  in  ftnronr  of  tte  Mnnialpal  OofpoiatiaiHr  (Il»> 
land)  Bill^-^y  Lord  Fitsobbaia  and  Tnci,  hon  W«K* 
BMitbt  ftv  the  RcdiNtloa  gfCoHOif  TmMiOBi 
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vaiidui  PUteei,  for  Cbe  AboUtkm  of  TitiM.— By  tha  Mar* 
queBi  of  CiiUriucAftoSv  from  the  Grand  Jury  of  Galway, 
praying  for  an  Alteration  of  the  Law  respecting  Grand  Jury 
presentments. — Bythe  Earl  of  Radnor,  firom  ProtestantDis- 
•Mtenof  TivertODi  praying  fiir  Relief. — By  the  MarqaeEs 
of  Saukbubv,  from  Clei^gymen  of  various  Places,  for  the 
Better  Regulation  of  Factories* — By  the  Bishop  of  Exktkii, 
ftom  various  Places,  for  an  Alteration  of  the  Bill  so  fkr  as 
ic^Bidi  the  granting  of  Probate  of  Wills,  for  Conaolidafiing 
the  Eodeaiaatioal  Courts*— By  Lord  Dacbs,  from  Gentle- 
men of  Worcesiexshire,  for  an  Alteration  in  the  New  Poor 
Laws. 

Constabulary  Force  (Ireland.)] 
Lord  Duncannon  moved  the  Order  of  the 
Day  for  the  House  to  go  into  Committee 
upon  the  Constahulary  (Ireland)  Bill. 

The  Earl  of  Roden  was  anxious  to  take 
the  earliest  opportunity  of  addressing  their 
Lordships^  in  consequence  of  his  having 
been  unavoidably  absent  during  the  dis- 
cussion of  the  second  reading  of  this  mea- 
8ure>  which  appeared  to  him  most  objection- 
tionable  in  its  principle^  as  well  as  dangerous 
in  the  details  by  which  it  was  to  be  worked 
out.  He  would  undertake  to  say,  there 
never  was  known,  certainly  within  his  re- 
collection, to  be  proposed  to  Parliament  as 
a  permanent  law,  which  gave  all  at  once 
such  immense  patronage  to  the  Government, 
and  which  was  so  unconstitutional  in  its 
doctrines,  and  arbitrary  in  its  enactments, 
as  the  Bill  now  upon  the  table  of  the 
House.  He  conceived  it  was  totally  un- 
necessary, from  the  circumstances  to  which 
it  was  intended  to  apply,  and  would  be 
most  dangerous  even  under  any  circum. 
stances  in  which  the  country  could  be 
placed ;  for  he  could  not  help  seeing  in  the 
whole  spirit  of  the  measure  an  attempt  to 
cast  a  stigma  and  an  unmerited  censure 
upon  as  valuable,  as  independent,  and  as 
honest  a  class  of  men  as  were  to  be  found 
in  any  country  whatsoever — ^he  meant  the 
resident  gentry  and  unpaid  magistracy  of 
Ireland.  He  protested,  in  their  name,  as 
well  as  in  his  own,  against  the  provisions  of 
this  measure,  and  he  implored  the  House  to 
consider  well,  and  at  all  events  to  pause 
before  they  further  assented  to  this  measure, 
either  in  principle  or  detail.  It  would  be 
no  argument  in  answer  to  his  objections  to 
this  measure^  to  be  told  by  his  Majesty's 
Ministers  that  at  former  periods  Bills  of 
coercion  and  measures  of  harshness,  fully 
as  strong,  and  equally  objectionable,  had 
been  introduced  into  Parliament,  and  had 
also  become  the  law  of  the  land ;  but  noble 
Lords  would  remember  that  these  measures 
were  temporary ;  were  to  meet  a  particular 
crisis ;  were  to  extend  over  particular  dis- 
tricts; and  were  to  be  removed  when  the 
necessity  of  the  case  might  cease ;  but  here 
you  have  a  permanent  measure  not  confined 


to  one  part  or  any  particular  object,  but  ex- 
tendingits  operations  over  the  peaceable  pro-- 
vince  of  Ulster  as  fully  and  as  expensively  as 
over  the  disturbed  districts  of  Leinster  and 
Munster.    You  have  a  power  given  to  the 
eidecutive  unlimited  and  uncontrolled^  to 
burden  the  people  with  taxation  for  the 
objects  of  this  Bill,  according  to  the  ca- 
price, it  might  be,  but  certainly  according 
to  the  will,  of  the  Lord-Lieutenant.     It 
would  be  no  answer  to  his  (Lord  Roden's) 
objections  to  this  measure  to  be  told  that  it 
was  not  the   intention  of   his    Majesty's 
Government  to  exercise  these  powers  to  the 
full  extent  which  they  sought  for  in  this 
Bill.     That  might  be  or  might  not  be,  and 
however  noble   Lords  now  in  office  might 
think  their  minds  made  up  as  to  the  use 
they  would  make  of  these  powers,  give  him 
leave  to  say  his  Majesty's  Ministers  were 
not  so  much  their  own  masters  as  to  be 
certain  of  their  own  future  acts.     He  could 
not  forget  that  they  must  be  swayed  some- 
times by  the  pressure  from  without — some- 
times from  the  spirit  of  the  age,  and  at  all 
times,  as  it  respected  the  Government  of 
Ireland,  by  the  dictates  or  commands  of 
that  Romish  faction  in  that  country,  which 
seemed  to  be  the  pivot  on  which  they  turn- 
ed. ^  He  could  not  but  unite  in  the  general 
feeling  of  the  resident  and  respectable  gen- 
try of  Ireland,  who  felt  as  strongly  as  he. 
did  that  no  confidence  was  to  be  placed  in 
his  Majesty's  Government  in  that  country  ; 
therefore,   they  could  not  trust  such  tre- 
mendous powers,  as  were  proposed  in  this 
Bill,  to  the  Lord-Lieutenant  of  Ireland. 
He  felt  he  had  a  right  to  argue  upon  this 
measure  as  it  appeared  before  them  now 
on  the  table,  and  not  as  it  might  or  might 
not  be  altered  by  noble  Lords  opposite  in 
Committee,  he  would  consider  it,  as  it  came 
from  the  House  of  Commons,  a  specimen 
of  the  consistent  legislation  of  his  Majesty's 
Attorney-General  for  Ireland.     He  would, 
therefore,  take  the  liberty  of  examining  its 
features,  and  he  found,  first  of  all  an  enormous 
patronage  of  various  offices  of  difierent  grades, 
descriptions,  and  value,  but  all  subservient 
to  the  nomination  of  the  Lord  .Lieutenant 
He  found  a  power  given  to  the  executive 
to  appoint  \4f3  magistrates,  at  a  salary  of 
4fOO/.  a.year  each.     He  was  told  this  was 
to  be  limited,  but  he  was  speeddng  of  the 
Bill  sent  up  by  the  Attorney-General  for 
Ireland.    He  knew  not  whether  it  was  the 
intention,  by  this  power  of  making  so  many 
magistrates,  finally  to  supersede  the  unpaid 
and  independent  magistrates  of  the  country^ 
who  lived  in  the  most  difficult  timesip  and 
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under  the  most  painfol  and  axdaoos  car- 
cumstanoes,  often  thanklessly^  hut  always 
fearlessly    and   honestly  dischargmg    the 
functions  of  their  important  office.     He 
found  in  this  Bill  the  Lord-Lieutenant  of 
Ireland  constituted  into  a  very  autocrat, 
little  less  powerful  than  the  Emperor  of  all 
the  Russias  himself;  for,  was  it  to  he  be- 
lieved, and  one  could  scarcely  credit  such 
legislation^  were  it  not  in  black  and  white 
on  their  Lordships'  table — ^power  is  given  to 
the  Lord-Lieutenant  to  raise  a   standing 
army  of  any    indefinite  number  of  men^ 
without  any    application    to  Parliament, 
without  any  sanction  of  the  Privy  Council, 
without  any  representation  of  any  body  of 
persons  with  the  magistracy,    the    grand 
jury,  or  any  functionary  whatever,  as  to 
the  necessity  of  such  augmentation^—^nd 
he  found  fiirther  power  given  in  this  Bill 
to  the  Lord-Lieutenant  to  pay  this  army 
one  moiety  out  of  the  Consolidated  fund, 
and  the  other  moiety  by  what  is  called  a 
presentment   made   by   the  grand  jury; 
whether  they  wiU  or  not,  they  are  bound  to 
assess  these  counties  for  the  amount  de- 
manded by  the  autocrat ;  and  to  add  to  the 
injustice  of  the  whole,  this  Bill  deprives 
the  magistracy  of  the  power  they  now  pos- 
sess in  recommending  individual  constables 
who  are  to  fill  up  the  police  from  the  most 
respectable,  and    most  useful,  and  trust- 
worthy individuals  in  their  counties.    It 
was  true  that  in  some  counties  the  magis- 
tracy had  handed  over  the  choice  of  the 
constables  to  the  inspectors,  but  that  was 
no  argument  why  the  power  still  being  re- 
served by  the  magistracy  was  not  a  useful 
and  salutary  control  to   insiure   the  im- 
portant and  faithful  discharge  of  the  in- 
spector's duty  in  the  selection  he  may  make. 
This  Bill,  necessarily  increasing  the  expen- 
diture for  this  establishment,  lays  a  double 
tax  upon  the  landed  interest  of  the  country; 
whilst  all  classes  of  individuals,  both  in  the 
towns  and  in  the  manufacturing  districts^ 
are  to  derive  equal  benefit  from  the  protec- 
tion given  under  this  Bill     But  the  landed 
interest  alone  is  to  contribute  to  its  support 
in  its  double  capacity— first,  as  paying  its 
quota  to  the  consolidated  fund,  and  then  its 
moiety  of  the  whole  in  the  grand  jury  pre. 
sentment  that  is  to  be  made ;  and  to  add 
still  more  to  the  injustice  of  the  proceeding, 
the  grand  juries  of  the  counties  are  to  have 
no  control  over  the  expenditure  of  this 
assessment ;  nor  are  they  to  have  a  voice  as 
to  the  necessity  of  the  numbers  of  that 
police  for  which  they  are  bound  to  pay. 
Call  this  a  grand  jury  presentment ! !    It 
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would  be  much  more  convenient*  imteai  of 
troubling  the  grand  jury,  that  the  autocrat 
of  Ireland,  whoever ne  maybe,  should  send 
his  commands  to  the  judge,  to  order  forth* 
with  the  payment  of  the  sum  required  for 
his  troops.     The  whole  ^  the  measure 
seemed  to  him  to  be  based  upon  patronage^ 
injustice,  and  arbitrary  power,  inconsistent 
with  the  British  Constitution,  and  uncalled 
for  by  the  circumstances    of  the  country 
Bad  as  was  the  state  of  Ireland— and  nothing 
could  be  more  deplorable  than  the  situation 
of  the  King's  loyal  Protestant  subjects — ^no. 
thing  could  surpass  the  persecution  and  the 
sufferings  they  endured ;  and  not  only  the 
Protestants,  but  those  peaceable,  quiet,  and 
well-disposed  Roman  Catholics,  who  would 
not  bow  to  the  system  of  terror  that  was 
enforced  under  the  machinations  of  a  priest- 
hood who  were  endeavouring  to  enslave  the 
nation— he  thought  the  present  Police 
Bill,  as  a  general  system,  worked  well ;  and 
he  would  say,  there  never  was  a  body  of 
men  to  whom  the  country  was  under  a 
deeper  debt  of  gratitude.    In  extraordinary 
cases,  and  under  peculiar  difficulties,  they 
were  the  preservers  of  the  Peace  Preserva. 
tion  Bill,  which  he  conceived  was  fully 
adequate,  in  connexion  with  the  common 
law  of  the  land,  if  duly  and  honestly  exer- 
cised, to  meet  any  emergency  that  might 
occur.     He  could  not  conceive  how  any 
amendment  could  be  made  to  this  Bill, 
which  could  deprive  this  measure  of  its 
unconstitutional  character,  or  alter  its  dan- 
gerous complexion.    It  was  indeed  a  proof 
to  him  of  those   constitutional  principles 
which  influenced  the  mind  of  its  authors. 
It  was  a  fair  specimen  of  those  pares  leges 
which  this  House  had  heard  so  much  about 
in  former  debates.  AH  he  could  say  was  this, 
and  he  would  leave  it  to  the  judgment  of 
any  unbiassed  man  to  decide,  whether  if  it 
were  possible  to  find  a  minister  who  would 
have  the  temerity  and  folly  to  propose  such 
a  law  for  England  as  a  permanent  measure, 
whether  the  cry  throughout  the  land,  from 
the  Land's  End  to  John  O'Grote's  house, 
would  not  be  — iVb2ttmii#  l^es  Anglke 
mutari.    He  was  sure  if  his  noble  Friend, 
the  noble  Duke  (Wellington)  when  he  was 
in  office,  had  ventured  such  a  measure  in 
all  its  bearings  on  the  country,  there  is  no 
language  of  condemnation  which  would 
have  been  found  too  strong — there  was  no 
charge  of  ambition  which  would  not  have 
been  vehemently  urged  against  him.    The 
partisans  of  that  violent  party  from  without, 
who  now  act  in  concert  with  noble  Lords 
opposite,  would  not  have  hesitated  to  de- 
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fioifcg         {JJSKK\  minimi). 

tM  ifMl##  rViiwriir  titoi  ^wfcife  warn, « 

Uifji*  Of<wi^  H*in«rr  of  irManrt.    wt  ^h«v  • 
wvwM  h«v^  'l^rtfM,  that   if  'vnn  th«  'ilti-  • 

Ktnty  ArfKnT   n»»   that  rhroiv   pomHr.e  '« ' 

dfi  '^<xrr)m'^.  of  ini»i*ti<»i^  "#>  >?«*  cnmitrr.  »i  vrnm  nns  autxiKt 
ifnvt^y»#>«4f)Ty  *Vyr  th^  'nmiiiMittm^eii  ta  -^hvh    :hnm  .Vets  '^wineii 
iC  tjronM  itw>i^— «•  » Jiving  Tin  th^  T^oinle  an     viiice  «* 
tiAAW\fm<i\  .pnrd#t>   nrf"*  rftxation.  for  .be  sake    ^ll,     X' 
nf  prtf'^of^ft^e,   whi#»h  'h^  we  \\t\\e  .ible  "n  >  sobte  Hni 

pfW'TT  tf>  *f»Y  iTWii»  !i«  ne  ^\\n  he  miiy.    We  •  in  chat  vwrr 

jwe   Ifvinjf  in  nn»e<i  nf  jjrpsit  .^han^e*— ^*e :  to  di* 

krwKr  ivX  ^hf>  m«ir   nc  «*4li?fl   on  to  niie    t-he  Priw  C< 

&f^  th^  r<««»tmi^fif  ^heooomrv— we  know    ron»    in 

ifoe    inm  wh/)«9    h«fi^  <«ieh   treiiiesdmw   ^snaliied  inn,  witk  the  aAnee  a£  tl»  Piity 

po^(*n  'M  $>re  ;ftvv>TY   in  thi«  ftUl  xfloy  tsdl.    GnmcsL,  to  moA  into  any  pkift  wiaeft  u 

In  rh^ Tiflpme  r^  the  PrnteRtwitv  nf  Ireland    ttng^  \m. \\mmw^  nuiiiiii,  aif  noMiHr odT 

he  pfrVe^^  jifpnn^t  the  tmamm,     Tti  the   police  tlnik  fas  mi^it  tiuiik  puifn,  mtk  to 

iHime  f>f  thf^e  RofiMm  Cotholies  of  Ireland    i^har^  on  the  oEnmrr  dm  ymfiimnt  a£ 

vrh^  ffe^fed  pfftee.  ^d  \)rho'cr«fe  not  nndcr   tbice,  eflKtiy  in  die 

the  m^^  of  the  tyranny  that  prevailed,  he   piaincd  of  br  the  wiiie  Bui,  and 

lifted  .1^  hid  \fmr0  i^^tm  thin  Bill.    It  «raa ,  asond  I7  faim 

in^vm^^itene   mth  the  do«mn6»  of  a  ftee :  doaai,  »d 

frfw^i^mment — it  t^jm  d<?<ndeil)^  ftppn«d  Co    hamj^  ^ii^—^«^  die  [juwuiuia  of  that  .^gs^ 

f9vme  me^  vM)im)>le  prinriples  of  die  British    in  the  pnennt  Bill,  he  did  tinnk  fehnfc  i^ 

C>m0ttt>tK>n.     He  shonld  .«iy^  not  content  ■  wm  a  OMtt  onpuiiduiile  mak^  of 

IK^  frtnh^^  prrwMin^ir  ^th  thi^  mea«urs,      ;  in^  ibr  die  nohie  Ead  to    pij  j"  1  1   a 

V»4(y>fmt  Mdh^mrm  dui  m>e  wish  tn  de^  |  meavim  apnaniidafTP^ 
tiftin  (fheir  f>M<rifihfp«  fr^i*  ffmnfifinto  Coou <  dodng 
ikmfKM  <vn  ehW  meaiio#e ;  biit^  aeeiutomed !  AMnta,  aa  an  anjuat 
m  ho  WM^  »nd  M  the  tUnom  wm»  eo  the !  coming  ft»  cnace  1 
bvnd  nnd  ho^tMe  tone  of  the  AohJe  Lovd— *  a^^ainat  duMa  whom  he  dmoght  pmir  ^ 
e^^tfitomod  an  ho  wan  eo  his  eoniWtent  aa.  attack,  aa  the  mpyucum  of  an 
mrtkm^  and  f^fm  exa)fl(^ationa'-he  eofild  inaaauWy  nnkaown  «»  tka 
oot,  at  tho  Mfoo  f\me,  »void  axpv««dn^  ^nrmar  Farli  wamfij  nnd  flMrtni!^  la  ihe 
M^  miffffim  m  tho  tono,  menner^  9tyle»  and  s^rit  and  yraetica  of  the  rwiiiiiniwi  Ths 
iMtMrf  of  tho  gjpoo^h  of  tho  AoMo  Rarl  on  nohle  Eavi  kid 
PdA  oi^oo^ion.  H  th^if  Lordnhipt  were  ftot  tannto  aboot  gi^iag  w«f  te  tfe 
iK^ytroTOtod  wHh  thH  moaiitifo,  ho  wonld  t  ffo«  withoot,  the  apiiit  af  the 
04h  thonvy  wonM  ih^f  ntt^  nawrn,  after   the  tobsomcncf  to  a  pntj.  Hm» 


opon  thoie  pobu  would  scat  the  noMa 
Earl  with  the  moat  dcddcd  dcniaL  Ani 
he  woold  aik  their  JLoidilnpf,  did  tfef 


tho  fpo^h  of  tho  noMo  Kof  1^  that  ho  wm 

(yrdof  t<y  4ntfml(ioo  nomo  now  an<J  whAlj 

tiohoafd  of  mHt»arf^  ^ — that  ho  was  gom^ 

lo  «oo<-fiofi  a  prirwor  hoforo  nnkiumn  to  die  j  mean,  in  order  to  eoneilMte 

CorMtitff don?  -•  that  ho  wan  ^'oog  to  ettah.  j  mAtr  to  maintain  the  trarm  and  fiionDr 

]}fih  in  Irflftml  ft  9fni4ini  that  wa«  totally  1  feehnff  ot  Ireland-^in  order  to  waifilialn 

Offd  mtlMf  n^w--ehat  ho  wan  wnuf^  to 'and  teeure  the  afiection  of  Ireland    dM 

ftfulco  t>frm&  Mit^(*ro  Iflvv   |mrpoti}AJ^  which    ihfy  mean  to  lay  it  down  as  a  prinopk^ 

had  hMin  (*ninhUph^l  for  n  irtnpfrrnry  pur-    diat  for  the  purpose  of  efibcting  ftudi  an 

poM  ^      MlfYifff^rt  rymftofnplated    no  »\ich    object  no  Government  should  recetfo  tbdr 

f  hf(f|0«  iml  he  mif(if«  ihi^rrf'yref  tie^  hmve  t<i !  ncmfidence— do  Government  ghonld 


deoy  ail  thd  nH<>rMfin«  (rf*  di<«  nohle  Ivarl    thiMr  iiupport^  or  be  looked  upon  with  hr 
ii9  detiieil  Ihfti  the  men«urf  wan  tiitrodueed    vour,  utdeii  ii  wm  vieited  ^  the  tore- 
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tante  oppoiitum  of  the  repveseatfttiTes  of 
tiiat  part  of  the  United  Kingdom  to  which 
the  Bill  lelated?  Was  that  what  noble 
Lords  opposite  demanded  ?  Was  it  right 
that  sadi  a  feeling  should  prevail  ?  If  so, 
lie  did  not  think  that  t^se  who  had  such 
an  opinion  acted  wisely  or  prudently,  or  in 
accordance  with  the  language  which  they 
were  constantly  holding,  as  to  the  necessity 
of  consolidating  and  cementing  the  Union 
between  the  two  parts  of  the  empire. 

The  Earl  of  Wicklow  expected,  when  the 
noble  Viscount  rose  to  answer  his  noble 
Friend,  that  he  would  have  given  some 
ezphination  on  the  part  of  his  Majesty's 
Government  to  justify  them  for  bnnging 
forward  this  Bill.  He  expected  that  the 
noble  Viscount  would  have  taken  that 
eourse,  bstead  of  making  an  intemperate 
attack  on  the  majority  of  their  Lordships' 
House.  When  the  Bill  was  first  before 
them,  it  was  admitted  by  noble  Lords 
oppoate,  and  by  all,  that  the  police  of  Ire-> 
land  was  a  most  useful  and  efficient  force. 
He  had  heard  no  objection  urged  against 
that  body-*-he  had  heard  no  necessity  stated 
for  the  total  change  which  was  now  con- 
templated in  that  body.  At  the  present 
moment,  one  would  suppose  that  Ministers 
had  sufficient  Irish  business  on  their  hands. 
They  came  forward  with  a  measure  respect, 
ing  the  Irish  Church — ^respecting  tithes— 
lespecting  Municipal  Corporations.  They 
proposed  to  eflfect  improvements  in  the  law 
of  the  country  on  these  points,  with  refer- 
ence to  all  of  which  it  was  admitted  that 
reforms  were  necessary.  That,  however, 
was  not  enough ;  and  they  came  down 
with  a  measure  to  alter  a  system  which 
was  at  present  in  full  operation,  and  with 
which  no  fault  had  been  found.  He  con« 
ceived  it  to  be  a  gratuitous  insult  to  the 
magistracy  and  gentry  of  the  country.  He 
did,  ther^ore,  expect,  that  the  noble  Vis- 
eount  would  have  given  the  House  and  the 
eountry  some  reason  why  it  was  deemed 
necessary  to  introduce  such  a  measure  now. 
At  the  present  moment,  he  could  see  no 
lei^timate  or  proper  reason  for  brinsing  it 
forward  at  all.  Looking  to  the  evidence, 
on  the  sul^iect  of  the  police  force,  which 
was  given  some  years  ago  before  a  Com- 
mittee of  the  House  of  Commons  by  a 
gentleman  whom  he  did  not  much  respect, 
though^  no  doubt,  the  noble  Viscount  did, 
he  found  a  few  questions  and  answers  which 
were  very  much  in  point,  and  which  he 
would  read  to  the  House.  The  witness 
was  asked,  ''Are  you  acquainted  with  the 
9lo4a  }o  which  the  |)olioe  io  your  county 


are  appointed,  and  how  they  perferm  Amx 
duty  ?'*  And  the  answer  was,  **  The  Ma« 
gistrates  kept  to  themselves  the  nomination 
of  the  police,  and  I  never  heard  the  least 
complaint  of  any  outrage  oommitted  by 
them."  [[Viscount  Melbourne :  Whose  evi* 
dence  is  that }"}  The  next  questbn  put  to 
the  witness  was  this: — ''Do  you  know 
whether  the  majority  are  Catholics  or  Pro« 
testants  } — I  believe  in  my  county  the  ma- 
jority are  Catholics."  [y  iscount  Melbourne: 
To  whom  does  that  evidence  apply.]]  He 
was  asked  whose  evidence  this  was,  and  he 
replied,  it  is  that  of  the  master  of  his  Ma.. 
jesty's  Ministers.  The  measure  was,  in 
fact,  contrary  to  the  avowed  sentiments  of 
those  who  introduced  it,  contrary  to  the 
constitutional  principles  of  this  country, 
and  certainly  had  excited  his  roost  un- 
feigned surprise.  In  what  the  noble 
Viscount  said,  as  to  the  [Nresent  Bill  only 
conferring  on  the  Lord-Lieutenant  the  same 
power  that  he  now  possessed,  the  noble 
Viscount  confounded  the  Police  Act  of  Ire- 
land with  the  Peace  Preservation  Act.  It 
was  quite  true  that,  under  the  Peace  Pre- 
servation Act,  the  Lord-Lieutenant  had 
very  great  additbnal  power,  but  then  that 

Sower  was  only  granted  in  case  of  rebel- 
on  or  dangerous  disturbance.  'That  was 
not  the  fact  with  respect  to  this  BUL  Were 
they,  he  would  ask,  to  consider  the  oountiT 
in  a  state  of  permanent  rebellion?  If 
Ministers  wished  them,  by  this  Bill,  so  to 
consider  it,  then  they  had  not  done  their 
duty,  for  in  that  case  they  should  have 
brought  forward  measures  even  stronger 
than  this.  But  the  contrary  was  tii»  fact, 
and  a  measure  was  wanted  to  meet  the  dr* 
cumstances  of  a  country  where  disturbaiiee 
prevailed,  but  which  was  not  in  a  state  of 
rebellion.  But  the  noble  Viscount's  ^eech, 
short  as  it  was,  showed  to  him  that  Uia 
noble  Viscount  did  not  understand  the  me^ 
sure  which  he  had  brought  forward.  It 
therefore  behoved  their  Lordships  to  look 
carefully  to  the  Bills  which  Ministers  in* 
troduced,  and  in  the  present  instance  they 
should  adopt  such  safeguards  and  provisions 
as  would  prevent  a  Bui  of  so  tyrannical  e 
nature  from  operating  injuriously.' 

The  Duke  of  JVmingion  was  surprised 
to  hear  the  noble  Viscount  assert,  that  this 
BUI  was  no  more  than  a  repetition  of  the 
Peace  Preservation  Act  Let  their  Lord- 
ships look  at  the  Peace  Preservation  Act, 
and  then  examine  this  Bill  llie  Peace 
Preservation  Act  was  the  ^4th  of  George 
dd,  c  151,  and  by  it  the  Lord^Lieutenant 
'^  IK  empowered,  by  and  with  the  idvipe  ^ 
R2 
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cMy  ioited  to  tfe  drmgnriow  of  t&e 
ifftfnwiy  Cii^oimrile.  [/Tait,]  TheHmue 
frouU  HOC  suppose  that  he  meaat  to  Bo- 
pate  tbut  his  right  hoa.  Fncod  apposite 
nad  aoj  intentioa  of  faroaring  the  paper 
which  supported  his  own  views  to  the  pre- 
jndsee  of  those  who  opposed  his  views. 
That  was  not  the  parpose  which  he  had  in 
▼iew— that  was  not  the  parpose  of  the  pe- 
titionen ;  hot  all  he  would  say  was^  that 
bf  an  accidental  cxrcmnstance  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  framed  the  clause  so  as  to 
soit  the  siie  of  that  paper--a  paper  belong- 
ing to  a  particular  branch  of  the  dailv 
press,  and  not  any  of  the  others ;  and  that 
gave  to  these  petitioners  a  jast  and  reason- 
able ground  of  oonrplaint*  Ther  (the  pe. 
thfoner*)  stated  that  ^er  ooold  not  con- 
form to  the  altered  Si2e  without  making  a 
diaoge  in  their  machinery,  which  would  be 
attended  with  very  consderable  expense 
and  loM*  He  believed  that  it  had  been 
stated  since  his  right  ban.  Friend  made  his 
first  propontion,  that  he  had  determined 
to  alterthe  size  of  newspaper^  and  to  esti- 
mate the  size  by  its  superficial  contents  in 
inches.  It  bad  been  stated,  that  J,5S0  su- 
perficial inehea  was  to  be  the  size  in  fotore. 
30W,  it  was  possible  that,  by  this  arrange- 
ment^ many  of  the  parties  ^who  would  have 
been  aggrieved  by  the  original  proposition 
of  the  Bill  might  be  relieved ;  but  still  this 
plan,  pressing  as  it  did  against  the  indivi. 
duals  who  now  complained  by  their  petition, 
it  would  be  but  justice  for  the  house  to  take 
their  case  into  conidderation,  and  to  afibrd 
them  a  remedy  ;  for  their  case  was  not  in 
any  degree  remedied,  although  the  aggre- 

fate  number  of  sufierers  roignt  be  in  some 
egree  diminished.  He  should  be  pre. 
pared— [CnW  of  "  Order;*  and  "  Chair. "^ 
The  tSpeaker  suggested,  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  was  going  further  than  he 
ought.  As  long  as  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man confined  himself  to  the  statements  of 
the  petiticm,  for  the  purpose  of  making  the 
Houie  acquainted  with  them,  he  was  per- 
fectly in  order,  but  when  he  went  beyond 
that  into  an  argument  upon  the  question^ 
ha  was  irregular. 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  took 
the  liberty  moat  humbly  to  entreat  the 
Houie,  as  this  was  a  question  which  really 
more  or  lens  involved  the  character  of  o 
public  ofilcer  of  the  Crown,  to  allow  the 
right  hon,  Gentlemon  to  have  the  fullest 
opportunity  of  explaining  all  the  Btatcments 
of  the  petition.  Hut  he  should  nlso  claim 
the  full  power  of  not  allowing  those  state- 
ments themselves^  or  the  inferences  drawn 


withoat  nptanaHoo>    He   knew  he  sboaJd 

I  be  able  to  satisfy  his  right  hon.  Fcieiid  that 

,  those  statgmpnts  and  iuikaigimea  aiLth2S£i&- 

I  ject  were  entixdj   at    Tarhmctt   widi  tb 

whole  of  his  condbet. 

The  Speaker  said,  he  had  ii&tEzmpted  tie 
right  hon.  Gentleman  only  witk  a  vit^w  >  c 
calling  his  attention  ta  tiie  rule  of  df 
House;  but  that  rule  would  not  preil.3 
him  fom  making  any  expIcinatifBL  of  pn- 
tions  of  the  petition  wIqcIl  be  nt^ht  :iiii- 
siJer  necesarr. 

Mr.  Gamlimrm  said,  the  only  additii>Q  h 
had  to  make  to  the  petition  ivas,.  that  :b: 
regulation  complained  of  would  be  paiu. 
in  its  operation,  and  he  was   sme  tha:  hii 
right  hon.  Friend  would  agree  with  tiJ2 
that  it  would  press  sererely  npoo  the  part^ 
who  were  in  the  hahtt  of  paldi^iii^  douhU 
sheets.     He  wonld  add  further,  tlnu  the  ir- 
strietion  to  a  particular  siae  wnas  cakulatai 
to  he  injnxioos  hoth  to  trade  and  to  the  r- 
yenue.     It  was  hardly  necessary  far  him  a& 
that  occanon  to  €^kr  may  reaaons  why  ps^ 
ties  should  not  be  as  nnrestdcted  as  possibk 
as  to  the  mode  in  which  they  desred  to 
cxnj  on  their  businen.    He  was  sore  tbe 
House  would  feel  that  the  pro|Mjaed  reguU^ 
tion  was  one  which  most  have  the  e&sx  «' 
interfering  with  the  liherty  of  the  sol^tfs 
with  regsurd  to  the  mode  in  whidi  indin- 
duals  chose  to  transact  their  buaiiiess.    He 
would  further  mention  that  the  petitiooeES 
stated,  if  they  should  transgress  the  pro- 
posed law,  they  were  to  be  subjected  to  t 
double  duty,  and  that  the  additional  dutj 
would    operate    on   them  as    a    penaltji 
and  perhaps  effectually  prevent  the  publi- 
cation of  double  sheets.    At  present^  the 
double    sheet   produced    a   revenue  of  s 
very  large  amount,  and  therefore  this  regu- 
lation in  a  fiscal  point  of  view  was  one  of 
the  very    worst    that  could    be   adopted. 
If  the  House  thought  that  he  ought  not 
then  to  enlarge  on  the  subject  of  the  peti- 
tion^ he  should  desist ;  but  he  must  s0f> 
that  he  felt  sorry  that  he  was  not  able 
to  enter  into  it  more  fully,  and  that  it  was 
not  fair  to  the  petitioners  themselves  not  to 
be  allowed  to  state  all  their  views.    This, 
however,  he  would  state,  that  the  propo^ 
Dill  would  materially  affect  their  interests 
if  it  were  carried   in   its  present  shape* 
Though  he  felt  himself  very  inadequate  to 
do  justice  to  the  claims  of  the  petitionei^ 
he  hoped  the  House  would  not  suppose  tbst 
their  case  was  not  of  a  much  stronger  na- 
ture than  he  had  been  able  or  permitted  to 
to  make  out. 
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The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  would 
first  take  the  liberty  of  calling  the  atten> 
tion  of  the  House  to  the  facts,  or  rather 
the  allegations  of  the  petition,  and  to  the 
inferences  which  had  been   drawn  from 
thetn.     He  did  not  find  any  fault  with  his 
Tight  hon.  Friend  for  the  course  which  he 
had  pursued.      He  should  abstain  from 
discussing  those  parts  of  the  petition  which 
his  right  hon.  Friend  had  been  precluded 
from  stating;    but  he  would  take  upon 
himself  to  say,  that  if  the  House  would 
do    him  the  favour  to  accompany   him 
through   the  few  words  he  should  have 
occasion  to  address  to  them,  they  would 
admit  that  there  never  were  more  grievous 
and  base  misrepresentations — never  more 
scandalous  imputations — calculated  to  in- 
jure and  destroy  the  character  of  a  public 
servant,  uttered,  than  those  which   had 
been   put  forth  on   another  occasion  in 
connexion   with  the  petition  now  before 
the  House.     He  would  not  address  himself 
to  any  of  those  Gentlemen  who  were  con- 
nected with  him  in  political  sentiments, 
but  he  would  place  himself  in  the  hands  of 
the   right  hon.  Gentleman  himself,   and 
he  would  be  satisfied  to  abide  by  his  judg- 
ment.    The  House  would  allow  him  to 
observe,  in  passing,  that  he  by  no  means 
warranted    any    statements    which    had 
gone  forth  respecting    interviews   which 
had  occurred  between  him  and   persons 
who  had  desired  to  see  him  on  this  subject. 
He  did  not  complain  of  this  practice  which 
had  grown  up;  Gentlemen  might  exercise 
their  own  discretion,  but  he  would  say  that 
it  was  a  practice  most  subversive  of  public 
convenience,  and  detrimental  to  the  dis- 
charge of  official  duty,  when  hon.  Gentle- 
men were  received  for  the  purpose  of  com- 
municating with   the   Government,    that 
unauthorized    reports    of    what    passed 
should  go  forth,  capable  as  they  were  of 
being  mistaken    or    misrepresented,  not 
being  reduced  to  writing,  and  not  expected 
to  be  published  by  the  parties  who  made 
them  ;  but  being  in  fact  ex-parte  state- 
ments, which  could  neither  be  contra- 
dicted nor  explained  in  the  quarters  to 
which  they  were  forwarded.     He  made  no 
complaint  on  this  subject;  he  admitted 
that  every  class  of  persons  had  a  right  to 
have  access  to  the  Government  officers  on 
fitting  occasions;  but  he  would  say,  if 
that  conversational  intercourse  was  to  be 
carried  on  with  freedom,  without  which  it 
could  not  be  carried  on  with  effect,  the 
coii%leiice  of  those  who  made  communi- 

C8WBI  OQght  bot  to  be  abQscd.   Let  ao 


opinion  be  asked,  and  let  it  be  abided  by  ; 
but  let  not  unauthorized  statements  be 
made,  and  depended  upon  as  correct.  Dis- 
claiming all  participation  in  those  reports, 
he  admitted,  for  he  wished  to  conceal  no- 
thing, that  at  one  of  those  interviews  he 
stated  that  he  objected  to  the  continuance 
of  the  system  prayed  for  by  the  peti- 
tioners, because  he  thought  it  would  be 
favouring  a  monopoly.  He  did  not  care 
where  that  monopoly  existed,  whether  it 
was  for  or  against  him ;  he  said,  that  in 
fixing  this  restriction  his  object  was  not 
to  create  a  monopoly,  and  he  imagined 
that  in  fixing  an  extra  duty  on  enlarged 
newspapers,  it  was  but  as  just  and  as 
fair  that  an  additional  charge  should 
be  made  for  the  conveyance  of  a  double 
sheet  by  post,  as  it  was  to  make  an  extra 
charge  for  the  transmission  of  a  double 
letter. 

Mr.  Goulburn  submitted,  that  the  right 
hon. Gentlemanwasnotpursuinga  fair  iineof 
argument  in  making  these  remarks,  unless 
he  were  permitted  to  reply  to  them,  which 
he  should  be  quite  prepared  to  do. 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  said, 
his  right  hon.  Friend  should  have  a  full 
opportunity  to  reply  to  him.  With  regard 
to  the  charge  made  against  him,  whoever 
the  parties  might  be  who  made  the  charge, 
he  would  say  that  there  was  no  shadow  of  a 
pretence  to  justify  them  in  imputing  to 
him  one  of  the  basest  acts  that  could  be 
imputed  to  any  public  man — namely,  that 
in  framing  a  general  measure  he  was  so 
regardless  of  the  public  interests,  and  of 
the  sacrednessof  the  trust  reposed  in  him, 
that  he  had  made  use  of  that  general  mea- 
sure to  subserve  either  his  political  views 
or  party  animosities,  and  to  commit  an 
act  of  injury  towards  persons  who  had 
embarked  their  capital  in  trade  under  the 
encouragement  of  the  existing  law  ;  and 
at  the  same  time,  that,  in  so  doing,  he  had 
sought  to  give  advantages  to  others  be- 
cause they  participated  in  his  political 
feelings.  Therefore  he  was  bound  to  say, 
without  arguing  the  general  question,  that 
he  had  adopted  the  principle  of  the  double 
stamp  because  he  thought  it  a  fair  and 
just  one.  It  was  stated,  that  he  had  drawn 
a  line  most  ingeniously  for  the  purpose  of 
protecting  the  Morning  Chronicle^  and 
that  be  had  thereby  most  ungenerously 
injured  the  interests  of  the  other  papers 
to  which  his  right  hon.  Friend  had  refer- 
red. .  Now,  he  would  tell  the  House  dis- 
tinctly, and  upon  his  honour,  that  which 
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ciple  of  a  stamp  duty  on  a  single  sheet, 
be  told  the  officers  of  the  Stamp-office  to 
measure  the  largest  newspaper  sheet  that 
was  to  be  found  in  circulation  in  the  me- 
tropolis, and  he  took  the  largest  because  that 
comprehended  the  less ;  at  the  time  he  gave 
that  direction,  he  could  assure  his  right  hon. 
Friend  that  he  did  not  know  which  paper 
that  would  affect,  or  which  it  would  not. 
But  he  would  go  a  step  further,  in  order  to 
show  the  principle  upon  which  he  had 
acted.  The  next  communication  he  re- 
ceived came  from  the  newspaper  proprie- 
tors themselves  ;  he  had  been  in  communi- 
cation with  those  who  represented  these 
Tery  individual  petitioners,  and  he  had 
also  been  in  constant  communication  with 
their  Committee,  and  therefore  he  never 
was  so  astonished  in  his  life,  all  these  ar- 
rangements having  been  made  with  their 
own  privity,  some  at  their  suggestion,  well 
knowing,  as  they  did,  every  step  that  had 
been  taken,  that  this  petition,  involving 
him  in  personal  charges,  should  be  pre- 
sented from  the  very  men  who  participated 
in  all  he  did.  It  was  next  said  to  him — 
**  If  you  fix  the  length  and  width  of  news- 
jsapers,  you  will  create  great  inconvenience 
and  expense,  and  entirely  disarrange  our 
machinery."  He  therefore  proposed,  in- 
stead of  taking  the  length  and  breadth,  to 
take  the  superficial  contents  in  inches,  and 
with  that  the  parties  appeared  to  be  per- 
fectly satisfied.  It  was  done,  in  point  of 
fact,  at  their  suggestion  ;  he  consulted  with 
them,  and  endeavoured  to  meet  their  own 
case,  in  order  to  prevent  the  disturbance  of 
their  capital ;  yet  that  had  become  the  very 
ground  of  their  animadversions.  But  that 
was  not  all.  He  was  informed,  that  al- 
though the  dimensions  mentioned  were 
those  of  the  largest  paper  published  in  the 
metropolis,  there  were  provincial  papers  of 
larger  dimensions  than  that.  He  was 
told  it  was  a  York  paper,  and  he  directed 
it  to  be  measured,  and  the  measurement  to 
be  communicated  to  the  individuals  con- 
cerned in  the  business,  and  they  should 
have  the  benefit  of  it.  Up  to  that  mo- 
ment, so  little  did  he  know  of  the  politics 
of  the  paper,  that  he  did  not  even  know 
the  name  of  it ;  but  he  knew  by  the  mea- 
surement made  at  the  Stamp-office  that  it 
was  the  largest  paper.  His  right  hon. 
Friend  might  differ  from  him  as  to  the 
question  of  finance;  he  might  think  the 
measure  a  bad  one  ;  but  he  was  sure  that 
when  he  appealed  to  him,  he  would,  after 
this  plain  and  simple  statement,  acquit  him 

9f  liayiog  ftotcd  with  bad  faith  towards 


any  persons  whatever    on    this  sobjec 
He  must  say  one  word  more  ;    this   mi^] 
be,  as  his  right  hon.  Friend  said,  a  bad  i 
nancial  measure;  it  might  be  a  bad  specie 
of  legislation ;   Mr.  Husklsfon  deserted  i 
in  1825,  though  it  was  introduced  m  1804 
but  he  had  an  authority  to  bring;'  forward  01 
the  question  to  which  he  attached   mucj 
importance.     His  right  hon.  Friend  him 
self  prepared  a  Stamp  Bill  in  1830,   an^ 
tho  gh  he  presented  this  petition,  his  ri^Ll 
hon.    Friend   then    introduced     this    very 
clause — a  clause  which  would  have  the  er- 
fect  of  restricting  double  sheets.      He  heii 
the  clause  in  his  hand,  and  his  right  hoD. 
Friend  should  have  an  opportunity  of  re- 
viewing  it.     The  difference  between  thai 
clause  and  the  proposition  which   he  had 
made  was  this — that  while  his  right  hoa 
Friend  would  have  restricted  the  size  of  tk 
sheet  to  36  inches  by  23,  he  proposed  tba: 
the    limits  should    be  43  inches  by  34 
The  difierence  was,    that  the  mcucimitm  of 
the   right   hpn.   Gentleman's   clause  was 
only  828  inches,  while  his  maxifnum  was 
1,530  inches.     The  Times  newspaper  at 
that  time  supported   (he  Government  of 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  then 
a  member ;  and  he  should  be  the  last  man 
to  impute  to  his  right  hon.  Friend  a  dis- 
position  to  do  anything  to  affect  the  in- 
terests of  any  paper  ;  but  his  clause  would 
have   had   that  efifect  with  regard  to  the 
Times,  so  nearly  did  his  calculation   ap- 
proach its  size.     Without,  however,  dwell- 
ing on  this  topic,  which  would  be  more 
properly  discussed  hereafter,  he  would  pat 
It  to  the  House  whether  he  had  not  cleared 
himself  from  imputations  which  had  been 
made  against  him  where  he  had  00  oppor- 
tunity of  replying  to  them,  but  which,  iS 
true,  if  it  could  be  proved  that  he  had 
acted  thus,  would  render  him  utterly  un- 
worthy, not  only  of  the  high  station  which 
he  held,  and  of  a  seat  in  that  House,  bat 
of  all  intercourse  with  Gentlemen.    If  he 
had  been  guilty  of  such  a  base  act  as  to 
have  framed  a  general  measure  for  the  par* 
pose  of  destroying  the  property  of  Dews- 
paper  proprietors  adverse  to  the  Govern- 
ment, and  of  affording  undue  encourage- 
ment to  newspapers  of  an  opposite  cbarac* 
ter  he  should  have  been  unfit  to  lire  in 
civilized  society.      He  put  it  also  to  the 
House,  whether  he  had  not  proved  from  the 
public  records  that  the  right  hon  .Geotleman 
had  furnished  a  full  justification  of  the 
principle  he  had  adopted  ?    It  was  of  great 
importance  that  he  should  not  be  mU^ 

understood  oo  thi^  iQbject|  and  therefon 
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l»e  bad  MtfMied  longtr  cm  tbe  Hooie 
^an  bt  InmI  iotendcd.  He  had  been  pul 
fipott  bit  trialy  by  the  »llegatioot  of  the  pe- 
titioo  and  stetenieoU  made  eliewheret  and 
he  had  now  ooly  lo  ask  the  House  whether 
'he  was  gailty  or  not  guilt; } 

Mr.  OoMum  thought  it  but  just  to  re- 
p^att    that  he  threw  no  imputation  on  his 
righ(  hon.  Friend  for  having  made  the  se- 
leciioD  of  a  particular  paper  as  the  model 
for  ibe  future  size  of  newspapers.    His  ar- 
g^umeot  went  only  to  show  that  the  re- 
atriction  was  unfair  to  others.    He  did  not 
believe    there    was   any  ground  for  the 
charges  which  had  been  alleged  against 
hia  right  hon.  Friend ;  he  expressly  stated, 
that  in  the  course  of  his  observations  what 
be  atated  was«  that  it  had^happened,  by 
some  accidental  circumstance,  that  a  par- 
ticular size  had  been  fixed  upon,  and  that 
the  restriction  to  that  size  was  injurious  to 
the  interests  and  property  of  the  petition- 
ers*    With  respect  to  what  his  right  hon. 
Friend  had  said  on  the  subject  of  the  Act 
of  1830,  this  might  not  be  the  time  to  enter 
into  an  explanation  of  that  question  ;   but 
he  would  say,  that  he  was  not  to  be  bound 
by  every  draught  of  a  Bill  which  might 
have  been  found    at  the  Treasury,    as 
draughts  were  always  subject  to  subsequent 
alteration.      But  he  was  bound   by  the 
schedule  of  duties  which  he  had  submitted 
to  the  House  of  Commons,  and  in  that 
schedule  he  was  confident  there  was  no 
restriction  as  to  the  size  of  newspapers, 
and  that  there  was  an  allowance  for  sup- 
plements at  half  the  duty.    The  schedule 
therefore  proved,  that  the  paragraph  in  the 
draught  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
bad  quoted  bad  been  reconsidered  and  re. 
jected. 

The  Petition  was  read  as  follows,  and 
laid  on  the  table  :«— 
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TBI    COVMOaS     OP    GXEAT 
IXEtAan    I«     PAXLIAMEKT 


''TO    Ttta    HON. 

safTAiK   Axn 

ASSXIIBLBD. 

"  The  humble  Petition  of  the  undersigned 
•bowtth— 

"  That  vour  petitioners  are  printers  or  pro- 
prietors of  daily  newspapers  in  this  metropolis, 
and  ha?e  learnt  that  a  measure  is  now  in  pro* 
gress  before  your  honourable  House,  by  which, 
if  completed,  their  interests  will  be  materially 
njored-^the  infomatton  of  the  public  derived 
from  die  daily  press  greatly  impeded— and  the 
isveooe  drawn  from  ibe  several  duties  to  whidi 
aewipapen  are  liable,  diminished. 

^  Id  the  Schedule  of  new  duties  on  stamps, 
it  is  proposed  that  '  no  newspaper  shall  be 
^otM  on  aay  sheet  or  piece  0/ paper  exceed- 


ing forty-one  iachce  in  length  and  twea^-sia 

inches  in  breadth,  unless  the  same  shaU  be 
stamped  for  denoting  tbe  paymevt  of  doaUe 
the  duty  by  this  Scbcdnle  imposed  on  any 
newspaper.' 

"  Now,  your  petitioners  h^  leave  to  state 
to  your  honourable  House,  that  the  effect  of 
this  clause  will  be  to  prevent  absolutely  the 
publication  of  what  are  called  double  papers^ 
and  thus  to  cramp  the  undersigned  in  the  just 
and  necessary  exercise  of  their  business.  The 
partiality  of  the  measure  will  be  no  less  striking, 
when  laid  before  your  honourable  House,  than 
its  general  oppressive  character;  for  the  ad« 
measurement  recommended  to  be  imposed  by 
the  new  Act  is  exactly  such  as  will  spare  a 
journal  unaccustomed  to  publish  double  papers^ 
which  is  peculiarly  attached  to  the  present 
Administration,  and  oppress  and  impoverish 
all  the  others  which  adopt  a  more  independent 
and  impartial  line  of  policy. 

''  That  the  law  now  existing  with  refer- 
ence to  the  size  of  newspapers  has  been  in 
operation  ever  since  the  year  1825,  at  which 
time  the  late  Mr.  Huskisson  was  so  convinced 
of  the  impolicy  and  injustice  of  restrictions 
similar  to  those  now  proposed,  that  he  intro* 
duced  an  Act  leaving  to  printers  the  exercise  of 
their  own  discretion  with  respect  to  the  sise  of 
their  journals,  thus  establishing  the  principles 
of  free  trade  in  this  as  in  other  commercial 
property. 

^  That  in  consequence  of  this  rational,  as 
well  as  liberal  view,  the  then  Parliament  re- 
pealed those  restrictions  upon  the  size  and 
form  of  newspapers,  which  it  is  now  attempted 
to  reimpose  ;  and  so  thoroughly  convinced 
were  your  petitioners  that  it  could  never  be  at« 
tempted  to  bring  so  erroneous  and  even  baN 
barous  a  principle  into  action  again,  that  their 
machinery,  and  all  their  mechanical  arrange* 
ments,  have  been  formed  and  established  in 
the  confidence  that  they  could  not  hereafter 
be  so  restricted  and  harassed  in  the  (air  oper- 
ation of  their  business.  The  proposed  law 
would  also  greatly  inconvenience  the  paper- 
makers. 

**  By  the  intended  measure,  therefore,  the 
greatest  risk  to  property,  which  is  become  valo-* 
able  through  an  immense  outlay  of  money 
and  labour,  will  be  incurred ;  the  amount  of 
which  property  is  of  itself  a  pledge  to  the  , 
state  of  the  good  conduct  and  character  of 
those  who  are  embarked  in  tbe  management  of 
the  daily  journals.  The  diffusion  of  usefal 
intelligence,  also,  being  an  object  which  it  is 
desirable  to  promote,  your  petitioners  beg  to 
state  that  the  limitation  of  the  size  of  a  paper 
is  a  more  direct  impediment  to  the  spread  of 
knowledge  than  a  high  price ;  because  a  com* 
bination  of  smalt  subscriptions  enables  the 
poorest  people  to  read  the  journals  even  at 
their  present  price,  whilst  a  compulsory  mas* 
imum  of  size  will  pri^ent  a  newspaper  from 
publishing  more  than  a  fixed  quantity  of  matter^ 
except  at  the  expense  of  an  aidditional  stamp. 

^  The  loss  to  the  revenuCj  alsoj  will  be  no 
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m»f  mi 

jfHJH  im  a>  tm94M  wammet  a^anmse  the  den- 1 
nttM  ^  «if  ptait  t»  di*  pobt^  frwD  die  ad-  \ 
Skkma^maum^  oiomt  pcsajy  wiie^  is  levelled 

1  iNif  peHtHMicxSy  tkttnwttf  hnubkj  p^^nr ' 
MMwable  Howe  will  aot  iitiioa, 
m  tti  txistiof  Iprv,  a  flKaMre  wbkh  bean: 
wtlfti  Meb  p€g»iiar  and  ercn  penooal  haxd- 1 
ilnp  OR  etftaia  mdiTidaal  pewfjwipett,  trhilst  1 
it  liolales  ihe  platocfC  ynwA^iti  of  free  trade,  | 
and  teadf  to  defeat  tlie  prodoctirenev  of  duties 
alresdf  eftaUitlMd — vh.  tbat  on  adrertise- 
flMati,  aad  tbat  oo  Ibc  maiicfactoye  of  paper ; 
cooinletittf  aad  diflnotsfatog  the  sam  total  of 
iafofWMtioo  eifenlated  aaMMifst  the   readiag 
paUic,  aad  not  etcn  providiog  aa  eqaitabte 
copffifbt  protactfon  to  the  capiul  and  Utetary 
U6fmr  prw$^y  expended  by  tbe  daily  jour- 
nalifiif  in  the  ooostant  acqnisition  and  prepa- 
ration of  new  matter  to  meet  the  wants  of  the 
community* 

^  And  yoarpetftioneny  Ice 

^  Joaa  Joiera  LawMnr* 

^  K.  R.  HcAaa. 

^  CaAELU  Balowiv. 

''TbomasPatme." 

Gallery  for  Ladies.]  Oo  tbe  Mo- 
tion of  Mr*  Grantlej  Berkeley,  the  Report 
of  tbo  Select  Committee  appointed  last 
SeMion  with  respect  to  the  admitiion  of 
Ladies  into  a  part  of  the  Strangers'  Gal- 
lerTf  was  read  by  the  Clerk. 

Mr«  Orantley  Berkeley  said,  that  in 
rising  in  pursuance  of  bis  notice  to  move 
tbat  tbe  recommendation  of  tbe  Com* 
mittee  be  adopted^  be  felt  great  regret  at 
tbe  circumitaoce  tbati  owing  to  bis  mo- 
tion not  having  come  on  in  tbe  ordinary 
course  of  time,  many  friends  of  tbat  mo- 
tion were  not  present*  He  was  at  a  loss, 
however,  to  understand  what  objection 
could  be  made  to  the  adoption  of  the 
recommendation  of  the  Committee.  That 
Committee  bad  been  fairly  chosen,  and 
their  report  was  impartial  and  unpre- 
judiced. He  bad  never  beard  a  single 
sound  reason  advanced  why  ladies  should 
not  be  admitted  into  that  House  for  the 
purpose  of  hearing  the  debates,  provided 
they  were  placed  in  such  a  situation  tbat 
they  could  not  interfefe  with  the  business 
of  the  House.  He  did  not  know  what 
might  be  the  case  with  other  Members, 
but  ho  WES  sure  that  their  presence  would 


been  a^Ugr^,  tboiif 
many  boo.  Maabecs  vbo 
tbe  habit  of  speddog,  wimU  bold  foftk, 
and  at  conderabie  lengtb;  b«t  be  did 
HOC  think  tbat  sack  wmU  be 
Oa  tbe  oootrarj,  m  hisopnM 
Members  wbo  spoke 
newspapeis  tkaii  tbey 
woald  abstain  Imi  speakiag,  if 
were  preaeat  to  jwdge  of  the 
neriu  of  tbeir  spoken  and  their  icposied 
speeches.    Knowing,  howcfery  thai  niioat 
every  hon.  Member  who  was  listening  to 
bim  wished  to  dine,  and  anticipntiDg  no 
objection  to  his  imniediale  propositiotty  he 
would  detain  the  Hooae  no  tonger,  bet 
would  at  once  move,  "  Hiat  it  b  the  opi- 
oioo  of  this  Hoose,  that  tbe  reoommeDda- 
tion  of  the  Select  Committee  slppointed  in 
the  Session  of  1835,  with  respect  to  tbe 
admission  of  ladies  into  a  poitioo  of  the 
Strangers'    Gallery  be  adopted,  together 
with  the  plan  for  the  porpose  of  Sir  Robert 
Smirke;  and  that  directions  be  given  to 
that  architect  to  proceed  as  speedily  as 
possible  in  tbe  execation  of  bis  plan,  at 
such  boors  as  may  not  interfere  with  the 
business  of  the  House.'' 

Mr.  Potter  hoped  the  Hoose  wonld 
agree  to  the  motion  of  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man ;  for  he  really  could  not  see  any 
objection  to  ladies  bearing  tbe  debates  of 
the  House.  The  plan  had  been  already 
tried  in  both  Houses  of  Parliament — ^in 
that  House  when  the  Lords  occupied  it, 
and  no  objections  were  urged  against  it, 
that  be  ever  heard  of.  In  the  ventilator 
of  the  old  House  of  Commons  every  even- 
ing ladies  bad  been  seen  listening  to  the 
proceedings,  without  any  objection  being 
made,  or  its  being  considered  improper. 
Females  were  as  much  interested  in  the 
proceedings  of  Parliament  as  the  other 
sex,  and  if  any  portion  of  them  were  de« 
sirous  of  bearing  tbe  debates,  why  should 
they  be  prevented?  It  was  well  known, 
and  acknowledged  by  all,  tbat  they  pos- 
sessed very  great  influence  in  society,  and 
it  waS|  surel;^!  of  importance  tbat  the;f 
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shoald  be  treated  as  rational  beings,  and 
be  enabled  to  exercise  that  influence  pro- 
pexly.    The  beneficial  influence  of  a  vir- 
tuous and  enlightened  mother  over  her 
eon  generally  continued  through  life,  and 
why  should  she  (if  her  son  were  in  Parlia- 
ment) be   prevented    from    hearing   the 
manner  in  which  he  discharged  his  duty  ? 
Why  should  the  wife  of  a  Member  be  pre- 
vented from  hearing  the  debate  ?    During 
the  Session  of  1833  and  1834,  he  had 
repeatedly  observed  hon.  Members  take 
their  wives  and  daughters  into  the  ven- 
tilator, particularly  when  subjects  of  im- 
portance were  under  discussion,  and  he 
felt  convinced  they  would  not  have  done 
so  had  they  supposed  .the  least  injurious 
consequences  to  have  followed.     In  the 
Chamber  of  Deputies  at  Paris,  the  front 
seats  of  the  galleries  were  appropriated 
for  ladies— he  had  repeatedly  seen  them 
there,  and  they  appeared  to  take  an  equal 
interest  in  the  proceedings — and  he  had 
never  seen  the  least  appearance  of  levity 
in  their  behaviour.    In  Congress  Hall,  at 
Washington,  they  were  admitted,  and  he 
understood,  also,  at  other  legislative  as- 
semblies.    Surely  in  this  country  they 
were  not  going  to  act  on  exclusive  and 
oriental  principles  towards  the  female  sex. 
Mr.  Aearsley  hoped  and  trusted,  that 
every  hon.  Member  who  was  blessed  with 
daughters  would  negative  this  idle  and 
ridiculous  proposition. 

Dr.  Bawring  had  supported  the  former 
motion  on  the  subject,  and  would  support 
the  present.  No  evil  had  resulted  in  other 
countries  from  allowing  females  to  hear 
the  debates  of  their  legislative  assemblies. 
In  the  German  states  they  were  admitted ; 
and  their  presence  had  not  been  found  in 
any  respect  to  hinder  the  progress  of  pub- 
lic business.  On  the  contrary,  their  in- 
fluence, as  on  all  other  occasions,  had 
been  found  friendly  to  decorum,  and 
friendly  to  the  bridling  of  the  manly  pas- 
sions. The  character  of  females  in  this 
country  stood  so  high,  that  he  was  per- 
suaded no  improper  language  would  be 
used  in  their  presence,  and  therefore  that 
they  would  exercise  salutary  control.  He 
had  never  known  anything  but  good  result 
from  the  presence  of  females;  and  he  was 
therefore  at  a  loss  to  understand  why  they 
ihoald  be  refused  admission  into  that 
House. 

Mr.  (yConnell  said,  that  in  the  Irish 
Padiament  ladies  were  allowed  to  be  pre- 

HtX%  Tti9  cavse  of  their  original  admis- 


sion  was  this.  In  former  days  a  hospi- 
tality of  a  particular  kind  was  exercised  in 
Ireland  to  such  an  extent,  that  Members 
of  the  Irish  House  of  Commons  used  to 
come  drunk  to  the  House.  The  remedy 
proposed  and  adopted  was  to  admitladies 
into  the  gallery,  and  from  that  moment 
not  a  single  drunken  man  ever  presumed 
to  make  his  appearance. 

Mr.  Villiers  observed,  that  as  he  was 
neither  '*  blest  with  daughters,"  nor  felt 
any  necessity  to  **  bridle  his  manly  pas- 
sions," he  might  be  considered  an  impartial 
judge  on  the  present  occasion.  They  had 
had  friends  of  all  classes  in  that  House — 
friend^  of  the  Church,  friends  of  the 
farmers,  friends  of  the  manufacturers, 
friends  of  the  people,  and  now  they  had 
friends  of  the  ladies.  The  change  which 
it  was  proposed  to  make  might  be  consi- 
dered an  organic  change.  In  the  first 
place,  however,  he  was  not  aware  that  it 
was  called  for.  He  was  not  aware  that 
any  excitement  existed  among  ladies  on 
the  subject;  he  was  not  aware  that  any 
petitions  had  been  presented  from  them 
respecting  it.  He  certainly  did  not  see 
that  any  harm  could  result  from  the  ad- 
mission of  ladies  into  the  gallery.  But , 
would  the  thing  end  there  ?  Were  there  no 
ulterior  views  ?  He  wished  to  learn  also 
how  the  admission  of  ladies  was  to  be 
regulated  ?  It  would  be  impossible  to 
admit  as  many  ladies  as  there  were  Mem- 
bers of  the  House.  Was  the  right  of 
selection  to  be  vested  in  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department  ?  If  so, 
that  right  hon.  Gentleman  might  subject 
himself  to  the  charge  of  giving  an  undue 
preference  to  ladies  of  a  peculiar  descrip- 
tion ;  he  might  be  accused  of  being  in- 
fluenced in  his  choice  by  corrupt  motives. 
He  hoped  that  if  the  hon.  Member  for 
Gloucestershire  really  intended  to  intro- 
duce a  Bill  on  the  subject,  he  would  not 
do  so  in  the  present  Session :  he  hoped 
the  hon.  Member  would  give  an  oppor- 
tunity of  letting  the  matter  be  canvassed 
in  all  the  populous  towns  of  the  kingdom. 
To  him  it  appeared  to  be  so  difficult  to 
understand  all  the  bearings  of  the  subject, 
that  he  did  not  think  that  in  fewer  than 
three  Sessions  it  would  be  possible  tO 
comprehend  them  all. 

Captain  Pechell  ha4  last  year  supported 
the  motion,  and  would  support  it  on  the 
present  occasion.  He  hoped  that  the 
hon.  Member  for  Gloucestershire  would 

b«  mQVQ  fortouate  with  mpect  to  bis  his 
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dMBtt  than  he  (Ctptain  Peohdl)  bad 
been  with  reaped  to  the  Glient  whose  ctue 
he  bad  brought  under  the  cooslderation  of 
the  House. 

Mr«  Qrcmiley  Berkeley  shortly  replied, 
aaauriDy  the  hon.  Member  who  had  ad. 
dressed  the  House  last  but  oue,  that  he 
bad  DO  ulterior  views  whatever. 

The  House  divided— Ayes  132;— 
Noes  90; — majority  42. 

List  of  the  Atks. 


Aglionby,  H.  A. 
Archdall,  M. 
BagshaWy  J. 
Baldwin,  Dr. 
Baring,  H.  B« 
Barnard,  £.  6< 
BatesoD,  Sir  R. 
Beaumont,  T.W. 
Berkeley,  hon.  F. 
Berkeley,  hon.  C. 
Bish,  T. 
Blunt,  Sir  C. 
Bowes,  John 
Bowring,  Dr. 
Brady,  0«  C. 
Bridgeman,  H. 
Brotberton,  J. 
Bmdenell,  Lord 
Buckingham,  J.  S. 
Bailer,  C. 
Burden,  W.  W. 
Butler,  hon.  P. 
Campbell,  Sir  H. 
Cayley,  £.  S. 
(chapman,  L. 
Chapman,  A. 
Chetwynd,  Captain 
Chichester,  A. 
Codrington,  C.  W. 
Coote,  Sir  C. 
Cowpery  hon.  W.  F. 
Crawford,  W.  S. 
Dick,  Q. 
Divett,  £. 
Dundas,  hon.  J.  C. 
Dundas,  J.  D. 
Eaton,  R.  J. 
Elley,  Sir.  J. 
Etwali,  R. 
Faooourt,  Major 
Fector,  J.  M. 
Ferguson,  Sir  R.  A. 
Fergusson,  rt.  hon.  C. 
Forbes,  W. 
French,  F. 
Freshfield,J.  W. 
Oasken,D. 
Oaskeli,  J.  M. 
Gisbome,  T. 
Gore,  O. 

Goulbum,  Sergeant 
Grate,  O. 
Oiies%  J«  J« 


Gully,  J. 
Hale,  R.  B. 
Halford,  H. 
Harland,  W.  C. 
Harvey,  D.  W. 
Hay,  Sir  A. 
Henniker,  Lord 
Hindley,  C. 
Hogg,  J.  W. 
Horsman,  £. 
Hume,  J. 
Hutt,  W. 
Jackson,  Sergeant 
Jones,  W. 
Kerop,T.  R. 
Knightley,  Sir  C. 
Law,  hon.  C.  £• 
Lawson,  A. 
Lister,  £.  C. 
Lowther,  J.  H. 
Maclean,  D. 
Maunsell,  T.  P. 
Moles  worth,  Sir  W. 
Mullins,  F.  W. 
Musgrave,  Sir  R« 
Nagle,  Sir  R. 
O'Brien,  W.  S. 
0*Connell,  D. 
O'Connetl,  J. 
O'Connell,  M.  J. 
O'Cennell,  M. 
O'Conori  Don 
Oliphant,  L. 
Parrott,  J. 
Parry,  Sir  L.  P.J. 
Pease,  J. 
Pechell,  Captain 
Perceval,  Colonel 
Pinney,  W. 
Plumptre,  J.  P. 
Plunket,  hon.  R.  E. 
Polhill,  P. 
Potter,  R. 
PouUer,J.S. 
Power,  J. 
Price,  S.  O. 
Pryme,  O. 
Richards,  John. 
Robinson,  G.  R. 
Roche,  D. 
Roebuck,  J.  A. 
Ruthven,  £• 
Sobolefteldi  J 


Scott,  Sir  fi*  D. 
Scourfield,  W.  H. 
Sibthorp.  Colonel 
Smith,  B. 
Smyth,  Sir  H. 
Strickland,  flHt  0« 
Stuart,  Lord  D. 
Sarrey,  Eari  of 
Talbot,  J.  H. 
Talfourd,  Sergeant 
Tennent,  J.  E. 
Thomas,  Colonel 
Thompson,  Colonel 
Trevor,  hon.  A. 
Tulk,  C.  A. 


TwltSiH; 
Viviao»  Migot  C. 
Wakley,T- 
Wason,  R. 
yfhe\]ey,  9ir  S. 
White,  S. 
Wilkins,  W. 
WilUama^  W. 
Williams,  W.  A. 
Wiliamsooy  Sir  U. 
Wood,  Aldertnan 
Young,  Sir  W. 

TELLfltS. 

Berkeley,  hon.  O. 
Forrester,  bOQ«  0«  C. 


Liit  of  ths 'Soi^e^ 


Baillie,  H.  D. 
Baines,  E. 
Balfour,  T. 
Baring,  F. 
Baring,  T. 
Barry,  G.  S. 
Bentinck,  Lord  W. 
Bethell,  R. 
Boiling,  W. 
Bonham,  R.  F. 
Bramston,  T.  W. 
Buller,  Sir  J. 
Cavendish,  hoo.  C. 
Cavendish,  hon.  G.H. 
Chalmers,  P. 
Chandos,  Marquess  of 
Chaplin,  Colonel 
Childers,  J.  W. 
Churchill,  Lord  C. 
Clerk,  Sir  G. 
Clive,  hon.  R.  H. 
Colborne,  N.  W.  R. 
ConoUy,  E.  M. 
Crawley,  S. 
Curteis,  £.  B. 
Dillwyij,  L.  W* 
East,  J.  B. 
Eastnor,  Lord 
Egerton,  Lord  F. 
Ellice,  rt.  hon.  E. 
Evans,  G. 
Fort,  J. 

Gonibum,  rt.  hon.  H. 
Griroston,  Lord 
Halse,J. 
Hastie,  A. 
Heathcoat,  J. 
Hill,  Sir  R. 
Hodges.  T.  L* 
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Appoxhtiient  of  Lord  BauosvfiLL.] 
Sir  William  Molesworth. — The  object  of 
the  motion,  of  which  I  hare  givea  notice, 
is  to  call  in  question  an  appointment  in 
the  army.    I  do  this,  upon  the  principle 
that  some  ofiicer  of  the  Crown  ought  to  be 
directly  responsible  to  this  House  for  the 
administration  of  the  military  department 
of  the  State.  I  contend  that  the  Commons 
of  England  have  a  distinct  right  to  demand 
an  explanation  with  reference  to  any  ap- 
pointment in  the  army  which  may  seem  to 
them  objectionable.   That  right  is  founded 
upon  the  same  basis  as  all  the  other  rights 
possessed  by  the  Commons.     It  will  be 
said  that  this  is  an  attempt  to  interfere 
with  the  prerogative  of  the  Monarch. — By 
no  means.'^I  make  use  of  a  perfectly  con- 
stitutional doctrine,  when  I  affirm  that  the 
prerogative  of  the  Monarch  can  never  be 
injurious  to  his  people ;  consequently,  if  I 
prove  that  the  appointment  is  an  improper 
one,  I  prove,  bv  tne  very  terms  of  the  pro- 
position, that  the  appointment  in  question 
could  not  result  from  the  exercise  of  the 
Royal  Prerogative,  but  must  have  resulted 
from  the  power  of  some  one  who  ought  to 
be  made  responsible  for  his  conduct.     But 
the  people  have  to  pay  for  these  appoint- 
ments ;  therefore,  it  is  the  duty  of  the  re- 
presentatives of  the  people  not  to  pay  for 
any  appointment  which  is  not  a  fitting 
one,  and,  if  this  be  their  duty,  it  is  clear 
that  they  are  bound  to  examine  into  the 
fitness  of  every  appointment  with  reference 
to  which   there  may  be  any  reasonable 
grounds  of  suspicion.   The  Commons  have 
the  power  of  controlling  all  the  depart- 
ments of  the  State,  and  have  exercised 
that  power ;  over  some  departments  that 
power  is  exercised  more  frequently,— over 
others  less  sa    The  mode  m  which  that 
power  is  generally  exercised  is,  first,  by 
asking  an  official  explanation  with  refer- 
ence to  an  appointment ;  if  that  explana* 
tion  be  not  satisfactory  to  the  House,  and 
the  appointment  be  persevered  in,  the  next 
step  is  to  move  some  Resolution  condem- 
natory of  the    appointment;    if  this  be 
carried,  and  without  efiect,  the  next  step 
is  an  address  to  the  Crown  to  cancel  the 
appointment,  or  to  dismiss  the  person  who 
made  the  appointment,  or  an  impeachment 
of  the  person  responsible  for  the  appoint- 
ment :  if  all  this  be  vain,  then  the  next 
step  is  to  stop  the  Supplies ;  and  if  this  be 
likewise  ineffectual,  the  last  and  ultimate 
appeal  is  those  who  sent  us  here  to  be  tbeir 
faithful  representatives. 


Such  it  the  constitutional  chain  by  which 
the  representatives  of  the  people  haire 
asserted  their  right,  and  proved  their  power 
to  control  all  the  departments  of  the  State. 
The  first  step,  namely,  that  of  demanding 
an  official  explanation,  is  generally  suffi- 
cient; for  then  the  arguments  for  and 
against  the  appointment  are  stated,  and, 
from  the  tone  of  the  House,  it  appears 
whether  the  appointment  can  be  perse- 
vered in  or  must  be  cancelled.  Thus,  a 
few  weeks  ego,  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  the 
Member  for  Tarn  worth,  asked  oertain 
questions  with  reference  to  the  appoint- 
ment of  magistrates;—* the  answer  of  the 
noble  Lord  who  is  responsible  for  those 
appointments  was  satisfactory  to  the  ma- 
jority of  the  House,  and  then  the  question 
dropped.  Thus,  last  year,  a  noble  Lord 
was  appointed  to  an  embassy  to  a  northern 
court;  that  appointment  was  deemed  an 
objectionable  one  by  the  noble  Lord,  the 
Member  for  Stroud,  who  put  a  question 
with  regard  to  it.  The  subject  was  sub- 
sequently brought  under  the  consideration 
of  the  House,  by  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Tipperary,  who  was  seconded 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  the  Member 
for  Kirkcudbright,  and  supported  by  the 
right  hon.  Baronet,  the  Member  for  Not- 
tingham. These  right  hon.  Gentlemen 
very  properly  disregarded  the  assertions  of 
the  other  party,— that  they  intended  to 
interfere  with  the  prerogative  of  the  Crowa. 
They,  bv  their  acts,  distinctly  asserted  the 
right  of  the  Commons  to  control  all  de- 
partments of  .'the  State;  they  demanded 
an  official  explanation  ;  the  explanation  of 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  opposite  did  not 
appear  satisfactory ;  the  appointment  was 
given  up, — in  other  words,  it  was  cancelled, 
— and  my  right  hon.  Friend  had  the 
extreme  satisfaction  of  vindicating  the 
power  of  the  Commons,  in  defiance  of 
those  who  endeavoured  to  shield  themselves 
from  responsibility  behind  that  which  they 
were  pleased  incorrectly  to  term  the  pre- 
rogative of  the  Monarch.  Indeed,  when* 
ever  we  hear  that  term  "  prerogative"  made 
use  of  within  the  walls  of  this  House,  we 
may  feel  convinced  that  some  abuse  is 
about  to  be  defended---4ome  attempt  is 
about  to  be  made  to  escape. inquiry^to 
shrink  from  responsibility. 

In  times  past,  the  prerogative  of  the 
Monarch  was  said  to  extend  over  every 
department  of  the  State.  Loud  would  have 
been  the  outcry  and  imminent  the  danger 
of  being  sent  to  the  Tower,  if  toy  bom 
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Member  bad  tben  presumed  to  question 
tbe  fitness  of  an  ambassador,  or  tbe  ap- 
pointment of  a  magistrate.  Those  times 
are  passed ;  and  now  the  heads  of  each 
department  in  the  State,  except  one,  are 
responsible  to  the  Commons,  either  by 
themselves  or  delegates,  and  may  be  called 
upon  to  answer  for  their  conduct  by  any 
Member  of  this  House.  From  this  re- 
sponsibility they  never  shrink.  Thus,  in 
matters  concerning  the  Home  Department, 
the  noble  Lord  is  responsible  for  each  in- 
dividual act.  In  matters  concerning  the 
Colonial  Office,  my  hon.  Friend,  the  Mem- 
ber for  Devon  port,  is  responsible  in  the 
name  of  Lord  Glenelg,  whose  conduct  he 
invariably  explains  in  the  most  ample 
manner.  In  the  navy,  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Admiralty  is  a  Member  of  the  other 
House ;  but  some  of  the  junior  Lords  are 
in  this  House  to  answer  for  his  conduct : 
similarly,  in  all  other  departments  of  the 
State,  except  one— in  the  army.  I  have 
ihown  that  the  Commons  have  the  same 
right  to  demand  an  explanation  with  regard 
to  the  appointments  in  the  army,  as  they 
have  to  demand  an  explanation  with  re- 
ference to  the  appointment  of  ambassadors, 
magistrates,  &c. ;  consequently  there  ought 
to  be  some  person  connected  with  the 
Government  in  this  House  who  should  be 
held  responsible  for  the  administration  of 
the  army  ;  but  there  is  no  one.  I  asked 
a  question  some  time  ago  with  reference  to 
an  appointment  in  the  army,  the  propriety 
of  which  seemed  to  me  questionable.  I 
demanded  an  official  answer.  The  Secre- 
tary-at->Var  told  me  that  he  was  not  re- 
sponsible; the  leader  of  the  House  of 
Commons  informed  us  that  the  Ministers 
of  the  Crown  were  not  responsible  for  the 
individual  acts,  but  only  responsible  for  the 
general  conduct  of  the  Commander-in- 
Chief.  Now,  I  wish  clearly  to  be  under- 
stood not  to  impugn  the  general  conduct 
of  the  Commander-in-Chief— not  to  call 
in  question  his  general  administration  of 
the  army,  which  administration,  I  believe, 
is  satisfactory  and  deserving  of  high  praise 
—-but  I  demand  an  official  explanation 
with  reference  to  a  particular  act  of  the 
Commander-in-Chief,  which  act  I  intend 
to  impugn.  The  right  hon.  and  gallant 
Officer,  the  Member  for  Launceston,  was 
the  only  person  who  seemed  desirous  to 
take  the  responsibility  for  this  act  of  the 
Commander-in-Chief  upon  himself;  but  I 
hardly  suppose  his    Majesty's   Ministers 

froola  €iHi8cint  that  he  should  be  con- 


sidered the  official  organ    of  the  Com- 
mander-in-Chief in  this  House,  how  emi- 
nently soever  the  right  hon.    and  gallant 
Officer  may  be  qualified    for    the  task. 
Thus  it  appears  there  is  no  one  within  tbe 
walls  of  this  House  connected    with  his 
Majesty's  Government   who     is    directly 
responsible  to  the  Commons  for  the  ad- 
ministration of  the  army.     This,  Sir,  is  a 
great  evil ;  for  the  only  responsibility,  in 
the  first  instance,  is  that  of  the  Ministers 
of  the   Crown   to  this  House,   and  that 
responsibility  is  founded  upon   the  power 
which  the  House  possesses  of  writhholdiDo: 
its  support  to  those  Ministers  ;   if,  there- 
fore, the  head  of  one  of  the  ^reat  depart- 
ments of  the  State  be  not  a  Minister  o( 
the  Crown,  the  control  of  the  House  over 
his  conduct  would  be  very  slight  ;  in  other 
words,  he  would  be  irresponsible.     But  it 
is  the  acknowledged  principle  of  the  Con- 
stitution that  every  officer  of  the  State, 
except  the  Monarch,  is  responsibi  •     Be- 
cause the    Monarch   is  not    respoiis/bM 
every  one  of  his  acts  must  be  performed 
with  the  concurrence  of  some  person  who 
is  responsible.     In  the  army  this  person  is 
the  Commander-in-Chief.     This  responsi- 
bility being  admitted  in  principle,  what  is 
the  provision  made  for  enforcing  it  in  prac- 
tice ?    The  old  mode  of  enforcing  responsi- 
bility was  by  punishments ;  but  this  mode 
has  become  obsolete  and  nugatory ;  more- 
over, by  its  very  nature  it  is  inapplicable, 
except  in  cases  of  definable  crime.    The 
days  of  impeachment  are  passed;  moreover, 
It  would  be  absurd  to  impeach  the  chief  of 
a  department  for  merely  one  objectionable 
appointment ;    and   it  would  be   equally 
useless  to  move  an  address  to  the  Crown 
to  remove  the  functionary.     Thus  it  w 
evident,  if  these  were  the  only  means  of 
enforcing  responsibility,  an  immense  num- 
ber of  objectionable  acts  would  be  per- 
formed ;  for  it  is  the  nature  of  ail  Minis- 
ters— the  past,  the  present,  and  the  future 
— to  do  objectionable  acts,  if  they  can  do 
them  with  impunity.     I  affirm  not  this  In 
reproach  of  any  individual  Administration, 
but  I  affirm  it  universally  of  all  men  vested 
with  power,  whatsoever  their  political  senti- 
ments may  be  ;  if  they  possess  power  and 
can  abuse  it  with  safety,  they  will  abase 
it ;  and  the  means  by  which  they  ought  lo 
be  prevented   from   doing    objectionable 
acts  are — ^not  to  deprive  them  of  power, 
but  to  make  them  truly   responsible'  to 
those  who  alone  have  a  permanent  interest 
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through   their   representatives.     I    have 
shown  that  the  old  mode  of  enforcing  re- 
sponsibility   by   punishments    is  become 
obsolete :  unless,  therefore,  its  place  had 
been  supplied  by  a  new  mode  of  responsi- 
bility, there  would  be  no  responsibility  at 
all,  and  the  recognised  first  principle  of 
this  and  every  other  representative  govern- 
ment would  remain  a  dead  letter.     This 
has  been  prevented  by  the  growth  of  a  less 
severe,  but  far  more  effectual,  responsi- 
bility, which  consists  in  the  liability  of  being 
called  to  account  by  this  House,  with  the 
consequent  chance,  not  of  punishment,  but 
of  losing  office.     Such,  Sir,  is  the  real 
responsibility    of   the    Ministers   of   the 
Crown  to  the  nation.     It  consists,  in  the 
first  instance,  in  their  being  obliged  to 
answer  the  questions  of  the  representatives 
of  the  people — in  their  being  compelled  to 
give  satisfactory  explanations  of  their  con- 
duct.    I    call   for  the  extension  of  this 
species  of  responsibility  to  the  chief  of  the 
army.     He  is  acknowledged  to  come  as 
much  as  any  Minister  of  the  Crown  within 
the  constitutional  principleof  responsibility. 
He  is,  in  consequence,  liable  along  with 
them  to  the  severe,  but  for  that  very  reason, 
practically  obsolete  and  ineffectual  respon- 
sibility.    He  wears,  like  them,  the  badge 
of  responsibility,  but  they  have  happily 
become  liable  to  the  reality  of  it ;  so  ought 
he.     How  eminent,  how  illustrious,  soever 
he  may  be — how  irreproachable  soever  his 
general  conduct    may  have    been — (and 
none  of  these  positions  do  I  intend  in  any 
way  to  controvert) — ^nevertheless  I  contend 
that  he  ought  not  to  escape  from  responsi* 
bility.     For  these  reasons,  I  consider  that 
one  of  his  Majesty's  Ministers  ought  tQ  be 
at  the  head  of  the  army— ought  to  be  held 
responsible  to  this  House  for  the  adminis- 
tration of  the  army,  and  be  present  by 
himself  or  delegate  in  his  place  in  the 
House  of  Commons,  to  answer  to    the 
questions  and  complaints  of  the  representa- 
tives of  the  people,  with  reference  to  his 
conduct  in  the  administration  of  military 
affairs.    The  consequence  of   there    not 
being  any  one  within  the  walls  of  this 
House,  who  is  authorized  to  explain  the 
conduct  of  the  Commander-in-Chief  is  this, 
that  I  am  most  reluctantly  obliged  to  bring 
a  specific  charge  against  him,  and  to  call 
upon  the  House  to  appoint  a  Committee 
to  inquire  into  his  conduct. 

In  order  to  justify  the  House  in  accediiig 
to  this  motion,  I  must  state  reasonable  and 
apparent  grounds  of  suspicion  with  refer- 


ence to  the  conduct  of  the  Commaader^ 
in-Chief.  I  charge  the  Commander-in« 
Chief  with  having  made  an  improper  ap« 
pointment.  My  grounds  for  suspecting 
that  appointment  are  founded  upon  the 
fact,  that  the  officer  appointed  was  cen- 
sured in  terms  so  strong,  that  if  that  cen«> 
sure  be  a  just  one,  he  is,  in  every  way,  unfit 
to  command  a  regiment.  On  the  other 
hand,  if  that  censure  be  an  improper  one, 
it  cannot  fail  to  be  highly  injurious  to  the 
army  to  place  in  a  station  of  important 
trust  an  officer  against  whom  that  censure 
stands  recorded  and  uncancelled  in  the 
order-books  of  the  army.  I  wish  distinctly 
to  be  understood  to  pronounce  no  opinion 
whatsoever  with  regard  to  the  justice  or 
injustice  of  that  censure, — ^not  that  I  should 
(if  I  felt  it  necessary)  in  any  way  shrink 
from  avowing  my  opinion ;  but,  because 
this  subject  is  beside  the  question,  as  I  do 
not  intend  to  impugn  the  past  conduct  of 
the  officer  in  question,  but  the  present' 
conduct  of  the  Commander-in-Chief,  in 
assenting  to  this  appointment  after  having 
promulgated  the  General  Order  which  I 
will  now  read  to  the  House.  This  General 
Order  is  dated  February  1st,  1834,  and 
contains  the  decision  of  a  court-martial 
with  reference  to  certain  charges  brought 
by  Lord  Brudenell  against  Captain  Wathen. 
I  will  read  the  decision  to  the  House  :-* 

"The  Court  having  taken  into  its  serious 
consideration  the  evidence  produced  in  sup- 
port of  the  charges  against  the  prisoner. 
Captain  Augustus  Wathen  of  the  15th,  or 
King's  Hussars,  his  defence,  and  the  evidence 
he  has  adduced,  is  of  opinion,  that  he  is  not 
guilty  of  any  of  the  charges  preferred  against 
him.  The  Court,  therefore,  honourably  acquits 
him  of  each  and  of  all  the  charees. 

''Bearing  in  mind  the  whole  process  and 
tendency  of  this  trial,  the  Court  cannot  refrain 
from  animadverting  on  the  pecoliar  and  extra- 
ordinary measures  which  have  been  resorted  to 
by  the  prosecutor. 

**  Whatever  may  have  been  his  motives  for 
instituting  charges  of  so  serious  a  nature  against 
Captain  Wathen  (and  they  cannot  ascribe  them 
solely  to  a  wish  to  uphold  the  honour  and  inter* 
ests  of  the  army),  his  conduct  has  been  repre- 
hensible in  advancing  suoh  various  and  weighty 
assertions  to  be  submitted  before  a  public  tri- 
bunal, without  some  sure  grounas  of  es- 
tablishing the  facts. 

'Tt  appears,  in  the  recorded  minutes  of 
these  proceedings,  that  a  junior  officer  was 
listened  to,  and  non-commissioned  officers  and 
soldiers  examined,  with  a  view  of  finding  out 
from  them  how,  in  particular  instances,  the 
officers  had  executed  their  respective  dutieih^ 
a  practice  in  every  respect  most  dangerous  to 
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fore the  couH-VMirtiU  in  qoftUon  mifHt  i«t« 
•onahlybMra  conttraodon  lo«  uoftLvounble 
to  your  Lordihip  than  that  vdiich  the  Court 
bavo  thought  it  tlieir  duty  to  place  u)>on  tbera. 
It  was  on  this  mitigated  View  of  Uie  case^  that 
his  Majesty  acted  when  he  directed  the  re- 
moral  of  your  Lordship  fVom  the  command  of 
tha  15th  Hussars,  without  proceeding  to  any 
measure  which  could  afibet  your  Lardsbip*s 
piact  and  rank  in  hts  M^aity*s  serfice,'' 

This  letter  was  written  in  answer  to  a 
memorial  which  I  had  submitted  to  his 
Majesty  through  the  General  commanding, 
in-chief,  earnestly  requesting  that  my  ct)n« 
duct  might  be  brought  before  a  general 
court.martial>  oompowd  of  officers  compe- 
tent to  try  an  officer  of  the  rank  which  I 
held  in  the  army,  or  that  my  conduct 
mif  ht  be  investtnted  by  a  court  of  in« 
mury*  I  aliould  liave  endeavoured  to 
8how>  before  either  of  these  tribunal^  that 
my  conduct  did  not  merit  the  strong  anim* 
ad'versions  passed  upon  it  by  a  court-maiv 
tial  before  which  I  was  not  upon  my  trials 
and  which  was  not  competent  to  try  me« 
I  should  have  also  shown,  that  the  mca. 
sure  which  was  so  severely  animadverted 
upon  by  the  Court,  was  not  unprecedented 
in  the  service,  although,  perhaps,  that 
would  not  be  considered  as  any  ve^  strong 
justification  of  it 

Now,  Sir,  with  regard  to  that  measure, 
—I  resorted  to  it  only  upon  a  few  occa- 
sions during  the  time  I  commanded  the 
regiment,  under  particular  ciroumstances« 
and  always  on  points  of  duty ;  neither  did 
I  derire  that  any  secrecy  should  be  ob- 
served, in  proof  of  which  I  have  to  state, 
that  I  was  the  first  to  tell  an  officer, 
under  my  command,  that  I  had  adopt- 
ed it. 

But,  Sir,  I  have  been  informed  by  the 
highest  military  authorities,  that  the  mea- 
sure which  I  resorted  to  was  an  ejection- 
able  one,  and  that  the  adoption  of  it  was 
an  error  in  judgment*  Sir,  I  am  bound 
to  believe,  and  therefore  to  admit,  that  this 
was  the  case ;  and  no  officer  could  more 
deeply  regret  than  myself,  that  in  my  »cal 
and  anxiety  to  maintain  the  discipline  and 
efficiency  of  that  corps  which  1  had  the 
honour  to  command,  I  should  huve  been 
guilty  of  an  error  in  judgment,— but  fur- 
ther than  this  I  will  admit  nothing ; — on 
the  contrary,— I  here  firmly  and  cnnli- 
dently  deny,  before  this  Mouse  and  before 
the  piihlir,  thsit  I  ever  committed  any  act 
during    the  time  I  have  served    in    the 


•I1BT,  yMA  eaa  refleet  the  aK^tai  i  i 
gree  of  discredit  upon  my  Amrmcur. 

The  good  ftding  and  good  opbuonof  | 
ranks  in  the  army,  not  eacoeptiAg  the  eni 
majority  of  the  officers  wfho  aenred  U£.l 
me  in  the  15th  Httnars»  have  been  muj 
fested  towards  me  in  a  veriety  of  wr\ 
which  I  will  not  oecupr  the  time  of  tj 
House  by  endeavouring  to  describe  | 
them,  further  than  by  preeently  readitrl 
few  letters  whidi  I  liave  received  tsi 
some  of  the  most  distin^aiehed  gecei 
officers  in  the  army,  expiresaing  opinii 
fkvouraUe  to  my  re-apporatment ;  bu. 
must  first  take  the  liberty  to  qopta 
briefly  as  possible,  the  proceedings  ci 
or  three  courts-martial,  to  prove  to 
Hotise,  that  neither  under  the  dp 
stances  of  an  officer  brought  to  txial  '^ 
honourably  acquitted,  or,  even  witi 
addition  of  animadversions  passed  n 
commanding  officer  who  had  acted  » 
secutor,  has  it  been  the 'usual  cost*' 
the  service  to  deprive  a  commanding  ' 
of  the  command  of  a  regiment.  TJ^ 
case  which  I  shall  read  to  the  Hoa- 
court-martial  which  took  place  in  tJt  ' 
Indies,  and  1  here  beg  to  state  that  - 
give  neither  die  names  odP  the  oflto 
regiments  to  which  they  belongs  i* 
quarters  in  which  they  were  statk 
and  it  is  rather  a  curious  fact,  that  thi. 
martial  took  place  in  the  very  same 
and  the  same  year,  in  which  tha 
martial  was  held  in  Cork. 

•*  East-Indies. — ^It   appears  by  t** 
ceedings  of  a  general  court-martial, 
■  in  1833,  that  Lieutenant 

of  the  ■■  regiment  of  Infantry,  ^^^' 

on  tha  following  charges ,  namely 

«  For  conduct  to  the  prejudice  of  ?<^''- 
der  and  military  discipline,  and  unber. 
contemptuous,   and    insubordinate    t^ 
Lieutenant-Colonel  ■■  in  the k 

instances,  &c.  ficc* " 

The  following  is  the  sentence ;  nai- 

*'The  Court   having  found  the  r''*' 
Lieutenant      >^        ,  of  his  Majesty'*- 
regimetit,  or  — — ^—  regiment  of   h' 
*  not  guilty  *  of  any  of.  the  criminal  ~ 
forth  on  the  foregoing  instances,  do  i 
acquit  him  of  the  charge. 

"  The  Court,  in  closing  their  prcv 
feci  themselves   imperatively  called  "'' 
record,  that   iho   foregoing  char^re  r  -  v 
preferred,    and     subsequently   per^t^t'- 
(U'osv  from   private    feelings,    and    (»- 
for  its  object  the  u  ell*  being  of  the  seti 

Which  ncnlence  was  approved  :";i  - 
6rmed  as  fur  as  relates  to  the  acr': ' 


pwtt^  ..u  wf  by  ifte  I  , 
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head  of  eveiy  regiment  in  his  Majesty's  ganrice. 
*'  By  command  of 

'<  His  Royal  Highness, 
**  the  Commander-in-Chief| 
(signed)        '*  Harrt  Calvert, 

**  Adjutant-General/' 

These  commanding  officers  were  all  left  in 
command  of  their  respective  regiments: 
three  out  of  four  are  still  in  command ;  the 
fourth  was  only  removed  in  consequence  of 
bis  regiment  heing  disbanded. 

1  shall  now  proceed  to  read  the  letters 
which  I  have  received  from  general  officers 
relative  to  my  reappointment;  but  I 
must  first,  with  the  permission  of  the 
House,  commence  by  reading  a  letter, 
which  I  received  some  time  since  from 
Major-General  Sir  Henry  Bouverie,  under 
whose  orders  I  was  stationed  more  than 
half  the  period  during  which  I  had  the 
honour  to  command  the  15th  Hussars. 

''  Head  Quarters,  Northern  District, 
"  Ledstone  Hall,  Pontefracl, 
"April  15, 1834. 

*'  My  Lord,— -Your  Lordship's  letter  of  the 
11th  reached  me  here  yesterday. '  I  can  have 
no  hesitation  in  declaring  that,  with  the  ex- 
ception of  one  occurrence,  I  had  every  reason 
to  be  satisfied  with  the  conduct  of  the  15th 
Hussars,  under  your  Lordship's  command, 
during  the  period  which  they  passed  in  this 
district,  and  that  occurrence,  which  it  is  need-^ 
less  to  say  more  about,  was  not,  in  my  opinion, 
to  be  attributed  in  the  slightest  degree  to  your 
Lordship. 

**  With  respect  to  the  discipline  of  the  regi- 
ment in  quarters,  and  to  its  efficiency  and  ap- 
pearance in  the  field,  the  riding  and  the  pre- 
cision and  quiet  with  which  £e  movements 
were  executed  when  I  reviewed  the  regiment, 
I  cannot  speak  too  highly ;  and  if  my  testi- 
mony  on  these  points,  as  well  as  to  your  zeal 
and  unwearied  attention  to  all  parts  of  your 
duty  as  Commanding  Officer,  is  acceptable  to 
your  Lordship,  I  beg  that  you  will  do  me  the 
favour  to  accept  of  it.— I  have  the  honour  to 
be,  your  Lordship's  most  obedient  humble 
servant, 

**  H.  Bouverie,  Major-General. 
**  Liettt..Co)onel  the  Lord  Brudenell,  &c." 

The  next  which  I  have  to  read  is  one 
from  the  present  Master.General  of  the 
Ordnance^  Sir  Hussey  Vivian  :— 

*«  O.  C,  Nov.  4, 1835. 
^  My  dear  Hardinge, — I  know  not  how  I 
can  assist  Lord  Brudenell  further  than  I  have 
done,  and  that  was  by  stating  to  Lord  Mel- 
bourne that,  as  the  circumstances  that  occa- 
sioned his  removal  from  the  15th,  took  place 
whilst  he  was  serving;  under  my  command,  I 
^vas  quite  prepared  to  say,  and  would  say. 
Were  I  in  the  House  of  Commons,  thai  I 
should  be  very  glad  to  see  him  replaced  in  » 


regiment  of  cavalry.    I  told  Xoid  Mdboom 
and  I  at  the  time  reported     to  the   Hc>f^ 
Guards,  that  I  never  saiv-  a.  regiment  in  && 
order  than  the  15th,  or  an  officer  more  zeal: 
in  the  discharge  of  his  dutyythanLiOrdBrudeot 
that  he  had  faults,  no  doubt  ^   for  these  he  h 
suffered  veiy  severely,  aud    is    still  sufitrk. 
and  it  would  give  me  great  pleasure  to  ass.- 
in  restoring  him  to  the  service ;  and  seti 
no  reason  whatever  why  be  should  not  ret;.- 
to  the  service,— on  the  contrary; — ^being  . 
opinion  that  his  case  was,  upon  the  whole, : 
hard  one,  I  can  have  no     objection  to  tk 
my  opinion,  being  made  knowrn  ;  of  all  ist-. 
perhaps,  I  have  the  greatest    rig^ht  to  gire  \. 
opinion,  from  the  circumstance,  as  I  hegzo  ': 
stating,  of  my  having  commanded  in  In^tii^ 
when  the  general  court-martial  took  place. 
"  Ever  very  faithfully  yours, 

«*  JFf/ Vivian.** 

The  next  is  an  extract  from  »  Jetss 
from  Ideutenant-General  ILiord  Straffo^ 
lately  a  Member  of  this  House,  as  ^' 
John  Byng. 

''  London,  November  8tb,  1835. 
'^  I  cannot  hesitate  to  commit  to  wn'tfog  w6a: 
I  said  to  you,  that  if  Lord  Hill  (who  roust  be  the 
most  competent  judge)  should  think  fit  tonv 
appoint  you  to  a  regiment,  I  should  be  ready:, 
defend  such  re^appointment,  either  in  Pariit' 
ment  or  in  private  society." 

The  next  is  from  Major-General  Sr 
Frederick  Ponsonby. 

''  March  20, 1836. 

''  My  dear  Lord,— I  have  given  evei^  cos- 
sideration  in  my  power  to  your  case,  aod  I 
must  say  that,  in  my  humble  opinion,  yo^ 
have  been  treated  with  great  severity  ;  Boi  // 
you  are  not  permitted  to  effect  the  exchange 
into  the  11th  Dragoons,  you  will  be  treated 
with  positive  injustice. 

^'  1  gave  you  this  opinion  in  Decembef  last, 
and  I  am  strengthened  in  the  belief*  that  it  is 
correct,  from  having  conversed  with  maof 
officers  of  all  classes  in  the  aibay,  and  I  baye 
found  scarcely  any  one  who  has  differed  is 
opinion  with  me. 

^  Believe  me,  very  sincerely  yours, 
**  F«  PoNSONBTi  Major-Genera].'* 

And  the  last  is  from  Major-General  Sir 
Edward  Blakeney,  at  present  command- 
ing the  forces  in  Ireland,  under  whom  I 
was  for  some  time  stationed,  and  wbo 
inspected  the  I5th  Hussars  under  of 
command  :— 


''  Dublin,  April  28, 182d. 

'*  My  dear  Lord,— I  have  had  gieat  pl<*' 
sure  in  seeing  that  the  General  ComnanoiDg- 
in-Chief  has  recommeuded  you  to  his  Majesty 
for  restoration  to  full  pay,  and  your  cooi^ 
quent  appointment  to  a  lieuteoant^colooclc/ 
io  the  1 1th  Light  Dragoons. 

"  In  field  movement^  and  Iha  ready  app^* 
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cation  of  caTalry,  I  considered  you  one  of  the 
most  intelligent  oflicers  that  senred  under  my 
orders  ;  and  I  confidently  anticipate^  from  your 
experience  of  the  past,  and  the  judicious  ap- 
plication of  your  zeal  for  the  service  in  future, 
you  'will  prove  to  the  army  at  large  that  you 
are  deserving  of  the  act  of  justice  Lord  Hill 
has  performed,  in  recommending  your  resto- 
ration to  full  pay. 

"  With  wishing  you,  my  dear  Lord,  every 
success,  believe  me  always  very  faithfully 
yoursy 

**  Edwabd  Blakeney.'' 

These  are  the  general  officers  who  are 
favourable  to  my  re-appointment  to  active 
service;  their  high  characters  and  dis- 
tinguished services  are  well  known  to  the 
public;  and  no  person  who  has  listened 
to  their  names  can  suppose  that  party- 
bias  could  have  influenced  their  favour- 
able opinions  with  regard  to  myself* 

And,  Sir,  I  may  here  state,  that  the 
opinions  therein  expressed,  as  far  as  they 
relate  to  the  15th  Hussars  whilst  under 
my  command,  are  only  confirmatory  of 
all  the  Reports  which  were  addressed  to 
the  Commander-in-Chief  by  the  different 
general  officers  who  inspected  the  regi- 
ment previous  to  the  court-martial  in 
question. 

And,  perhaps,  I  may  here  add  to  the 
testimony  of  these  general  officers  one 
other    circumstance — that,     immediately 
after  the  close  of  the  proceedings  of  the 
court-martial  at  Cork,  the  general  officer 
(Sir  John  Buchan)  who  had  presided  on 
that  occasion,  gratuitously  made  a  request 
to  inspect  the  service  squadrons  of  the 
regiment  under  my    command  (for  the 
regiment  had  been  for  some  time  under 
orders  for  Portugal),  when,  after  a  more 
than  usually  minute  inspection,  he  ex- 
pressed himself  in  the  strongest  terms  of 
approbation.    Undoubtedly,  Sir,  the  great 
portion  of  that  praise  was  addressed,  as  it 
was  justly  due,  to  the  distinguished  regi- 
ment under  my  command :  but,  perhaps, 
it  was  exciLsable  in  me,  as  the  command- 
ing officer,  to  take  to  myself  some  small 
portion  of  it ;  and  it  was  under  this  im- 
pression that,  when  that  general  officer 
left  the  ganison  of  Cork,  I  felt  confident 
that  he    entertained    a  very  favourable 
opinion  of  me  as  a  commandmg  officer. 

Sir,  there  are  many  cases  upon  record, 
both  in  the  navy  and  army,  of  officers 
who  have  been  reinstated  by  the  King's 
prerogative— -some,  after  having  been  dis- 
missed the  service  by  sentence  of  courts- 
I8trtid>  others^  after  haYing  had  their 


names  erased  from  the  Army  List,  by  the 
prerogative  of  the  King.  1  am  well  ac* 
quainted  with  some  of  the  circumstances 
of  these  cases :  but  as  the  faults  of  those 
officers  have  been  forgiven  by  their 
Sovereign,  and  probably  forgotten  by  the 
public,  I  think  it  would  be  an  invidious 
course  for  me  to  drag  their  names  again 
before  the  public ;  and,  therefore,  I  shall 
refrain  from  doing  so,  whatever  advantage 
I  might  possibly  thereby  derive  in  point  of 
argument. 

The  House  heard,  upon  a  former  oc- 
casion, the  candid  and  manly  statements 
of  the  noble  Lord,  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Home  Department,  and  the  noble 
Lord,  the  Secretary-at-War,  relative  to 
the  understanding  which  was  come  to 
between  the  Commander-in-Chief  and 
the  Secretary-at-War,  at  the  time  I  was 
placed  upon  half-pay,  with  regard  to  my 
eligibility  for  future  employment.  Until 
then,  I  was  not  aware  of  that  circum- 
stance:— but  I  do  not  hesitate  to  say, 
that  unless  I  had  felt  confident  that  after 
a  certain  period  of  time  1  should  be  re- 
stored to  my  former  position  in  the 
service,  I  should  have  resigned  my  com- 
mission ;  for,  Sir,  it  is  not  to  be  supposed 
that  unless  I  am  fit  to  serve  the  King  in 
the  profession  to  which  I  belong,  that  I 
could  derive  any  satisfaction  from  having 
my  name  left  on  the  Army  List,  and  con- 
tinuing to  draw  half-pay  from  the  public 
purse. 

Sir,  it  is  under  these  circumstances  that 
the  General  Commanding-in-Chief  has 
recommended  his  Majesty  to  appoint  me 
to  a  second  lieutenant-colonelcy  in  the 
11th  Light  Dragoons,  stationed  in  the 
East  Indies. 

Having  made  this  statement  to  the 
House,  in  which  it  has  been  my  most 
anxious  desire  to  pay  all  due  respect  to 
the  King's  Prerogative,  as  well  as  to  the 
noble  Lord  who  holds  the  situation  of 
Commander-in-Chief,  and  feeling  that 
I  have  nothing  more  to  add,  I  shall  think 
it  the  more  proper  course  for  me  to  with-* 
draw  from  the  House  during  the  further 
discussion  upon  a  subject  which  is  per- 
sonal to  myself;  but,  Sir,  before  I  do  so,  I 
must  return  my  thanks  to  the  House,  for 
the  kindness  and  attention  with  which  they 
have  been  pleased  to  listen  to  this  my  state- 
ment of  details — details  which  I  am  aware 
must  be  very  uninteresting  to  the  great 
majority  of  the  Members  of  this  Houaet 

\  hot  iHiich  relate  to  »  § ubject  of  the  graal^ 
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particnlar  officer  for  employment.  Is  there 
any  groand  whaterer  for  imputing  mis- 
conduct  to  him  ?  If  there  be,  then  I 
admit  a  Committee  of  Inquiry  would  be 
the  proper  and  legitimate  resort ;  but  if 
there  be  not,  it  certainly  does  appear  to 
me  that  there  are  no  Parliamentary  grounds 
whatever  for  instituting  the  inquiry  which 
the  hon.  Baronet  proposes.  Although  the 
whole  of  the  latter  part  of  the  hon. 
Baronet's  speech  was  occupied  with  the 
individual  case  of  Lord  Brudenell,  the 
earlier  portion  of  it  bore  on  a  totally  dif- 
ferent subject  The  hon.  Baronet  said, 
that  there  must  be  some  responsibility  for 
the  manner  in  which  all  the  functions  of 
the  Crown  are  exercised.  No  man  can 
possibly  dispute  the  soundness  of  that 
doctrine.  It  is  a  position  in  which  I,  for 
one,  most  cordially  concur. 

My  noble  Friend  distinctly  proved,  on 
a  former  evening,  that  there  is  a  person 
responsible  for  the  exercise  of  all  the 
functions  of  the  Crown  in  this  House. 
The  Commander-in-Chief  is  the  person 
tiirho  is  responsible  for  individual  acts  con- 
nected with  the  management  and  control 
of  the  army.  No  acts  connected  with  its 
regulation  can  take  place  but  by  his  advice 
and  his  recommendation,  and  for  his  con- 
duct in  advising  and  recommending  the 
Crown  he  is  most  distinctly  responsible. 
Beyond  this,  as  my  noble  Friend  has 
justly  observed,  the  Members  of  the 
Government  in  this  House  are  distinctly 
responsible  for  continuing  the  Commander- 
in-Chief  in  his  office.  I  admit  to  the  hon. 
Baronet  that  there  is  a  distinction  between 
the  responsibility  of  the  administration 
for  the  time  being  for  the  conduct  of  the 
Commander-in-Chief,  and  the  responsibi- 
lity he  bears  for  the  acts  of  those  officers 
who  are  more  immediately  connected  with 
the  Government.  The  hon.  Baronet,  in 
the  opening  of  his  speech,  stated  this 
point  very  fairly.  He  said  that  so  long 
as  the  general  conduct  of  the  Commander- 
in-Chief,— (to  which  he  himself  admitted 
no  objection  could  be  made  in  the  present 
instance,  inasmuch  as  he  conceded  that 
he  had  no  fault  to  find  with  it,) — that  so 
long  as  the  general  conduct  of  the  Com- 
mander-in-Chief was  unimpeachable,  so 
long  the  Government  of  the  day  were 
justified  in  maintaining  him  hi  his  office. 
But,  says  the  hon.  Baronet : — 

^'  Tliis  is  not  a  sufficiently  close  and  stringent 
tesponsibiliiy — I  want  a  different  kind  of  rc- 

^^.    *•-''*'    -that  kind  which  consists  in  an 
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officer  being  here,  in  ^is  Hciaseyto 
any  question  and  meet  any'  objectkm  that  mj 
be  made  to  the  exercise  of  any  paiticab: 
power  of  tlie  Crown  Gommiited  to  the  dcpav 
ment  over  which  he  presides — ^I  want  soae- 
body  like  the  Secretary  for  the  Colonial  Office, 
or  the  Secretary  for  the  Home  Office,  to  ansve: 
for  tlie  acts  of  the  CommaDdeF-tn-Cbiel'' 

Upon  this  question  I  can  only  say,  dat 
whenever  the  hon.  Baronet  chooses  to 
bring  it  before  the  House^  it  will  be  per-  ■ 
fectly  open  for  its  inquiry  and  consideri-  s 
tion.  If  he  be  dissatisfied  with  the  exist- 
ing state  of  things  in  this  respect,  he  may 
suggest  a  remedy,  and  bring'  it  specificsilj 
under  the  consideration  of  the  Hoise: 
but  I  say  that  upon  the  present  occasioi 
I  will  not  debate  the  question.  I  will  ikx 
commit  so  great  a  cruelty  and  so  ^reat  n 
injustice  towards  an  individual,  as  tode- 
bate,  under  his  name,  a  great  general 
question.  If  the  system  l^  faulty,  k 
the  system  be  attacked,  and  let  the  systea 
be  changed;  but  do  not  let  us  tiy  to 
wound  the  system  through  the  side  of  an 
individual — do  not  let  us,  under  another 
pretext,  aim  at  an  individual  Member  of 
this  House,  and  an  officer,  who,  T  am  sure, 
every  Gentleman  must  feel,  from  what  has 
passed  in  this  House,  has  already  suffered 
most  severely.  I  say,  do  not  let  ss 
punish  him  for  the  purpose  of  inlTodacia^ 
such  a  change  of  system  as  we  may,  on 
general  grounds  of  policy,  hold  to  be  ex- 
pedient. That  is  an  entirely  separate  and 
distinct  question.  It  is  one  on  which  1 
think,  in  the  present  case,  it  would  be  an 
act  of  injustice  towards  the  noble  Lord 
whose  name  is  involved,  if  I  were  in  tbe 
slightest  degree,  one  way  or  other,  to  pro- 
nounce an  opinion.  For  these  reasons  it 
appears  to  me  that  the  Committee  which 
the  hon.  Baronet  has  asked  for  is  one 
which  cannot  be  granted.  The  only  re^l 
tangible,  and  useful  object  for  which  that 
Committee  can  be  required,  is  the  esta- 
blishment of  some  general  change  of 
policy.  If  an  inquiry  of  that  description 
be  required,  it  is  not  the  motion  the 
hon.  Baronet  has  made;  and  I  therefore 
call  upon  the  House  -not  to  give  their 
assent  to  a  motion  which  cannot  be  consi- 
dered otherwise  than  as  a  censure  passed 
upon  an  individual  who  has  not  had  a  fair 
and  legitimate  opportunity  of  being  heard 
in  his  own  defence. 

Lord  George  Lennox:  Seeing  so  many 
hon.  Members  anxious  to  speak  upon  the 
present  question,  1  shall  detain  the  House 
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Baronet,  the  Member  forCorawBll,  has 
stated    that   the   decision  of  the  court- 
marttal  must  be  either  correct  orincor- 
rect.     Now,  Sir,  I  boldly  avow  that,  in 
Toy  opinion,  their  decision  was  incorrect : 
but  at  the  same  time,  I  beg  not  to  be  mis- 
understood, and  that  I  attribute  no  im- 
proper motive  to  any  member  of  that 
court-martial,  who,  I  have  no  doubt,  were 
actuated  by  most  honourable  feelings,  but 
I    maintain  that  they  have,  by  their  deci- 
sion, fallen  into  error.    I  find  they  state 
that  **  his  (Lord  Brudeneirs)  conduct  has 
been    reprehensible    in   advancing   such 
▼arious  and  weighty  assertions  to  be  sub- 
mitted  before  a  public  tribunal   without 
some  sure   grounds  of  establishing   the 
fact."      Now,  Sir,  what  are  the   facts? 
There  were  six  charges  preferred  against 
Captain  Wathen.     The  three  first  were 
revised  and  approved  of  by  Major-Generel 
Sir  Thomas  Arbuthnot.    Nay,  more  than 
this ;  the  three  first  charges   were  sup- 
ported   on  oath  by  Major-General  Sir 
Thomas  Arbuthnot,  and  corroborated  by 
the  evidence  of  Colonel  Turner  and  Cap- 
tain Cochran,  the  Major-General's  aide- 
de-camp.      Now    can  it   be   said   Lord 
Brudenell*s  conduct  has  been  reprehen- 
sible in  advancing  such  weighty   asser- 
tions, and  that  he  had    not  some    sure 
grounds  of  establishing  the  facts,  when 
the  charges  were  not  only  supported  by  the 
evidence  of  the  Major-General  command- 
ing the  district,  but  brought  forward  by 
his  order?     The  hon.  Baronet  has  also 
stated  that  Lord    BrudeneU's  promotion 
has  been  most  rapid,  and  that  he  has  ob- 
tained the  command  of  his  regiment  after 
having  been  only  six  years  in  the  service. 
I  admit  that  Lord  Brudenell  has  been  most 
fortunate,  and  his  promotion  most  rapid ; 
but  it  must  be  remembered  that  he  has 
obtained  that  promotion  by  purchase,  and 
la  his  own  regiment,  and  when  he  has 
been  the  senior  officer  for  purchase ;  that 
he  has  never  been  jobbed  from  regiment 
to  regiment  to  obtain  promotion,  or  put 
over  the  heads  of  older  officers,  but  has 
obtained  it  by  being  the  senior  for  pur- 
chase in  his  own  regiment.    I  shall  only 
add,  that,  for  my  own  part,  after  twenty- 
four  years'  service,  I  should  be    proud, 
indeed,  to  be  able  to  produce  such  high 
testimonials  as  Lord  Brudenell  has  this 
night  produced,  and  which  must  be  the 
more  gratifying  to  that  noble  Lord,  com- 
ing as  they  do  from  some  of  the  most  dis- 
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Mr.  ffume  was  anxious  to  state  to  the 
House  how  much  he  difiPered  from  the 
noble  Lord,  and  how  completely  the  noble 
Lord  had,  in  his  opinion,  established 
grounds  in  favour  of  the  inquiry  which  he 
opposed.  The  noble  Lord,  the  Secretary- 
at-War,  was  not  the  only  hon.  Member  who 
had  done  this.  The  noble  Lord  who  was 
the  object,  as  some  considered,  but  whom 
he  did  not  consider  the  object  of  that 
motion,  had  made  statements  to  the  House 
which  induced  him  to  think  that  he  had 
good  reason  to  complain  that  he  had  been 
very  ill-used,  and  that  an  inquiry  was  due, 
in  justice,  to  him.  The  noble  Lord  who 
had  spoken  last,  had  brought  forward  a 
new  point.  He  had  told  the  House  that 
the  court-martial  had  acted  improperly, 
and  that  persons  who  supported,  on  oath, 
the  charges  brought  against  an  individual 
officer,  had  given  a  verdict  in  opposition 
to  the  evidence.  The  noble  Lord  in  thus 
impugning  the  conduct  of  the  most  hon. 
tribunal  that  could  be  established  for  the 
trial  of  military  offences,  had,  in  his  (Mr. 
Hume's)  opinion,  made  out  a  case  for 
inquiry.  He  would  only  add  on  this 
point,  once  for  all,  that  in  his  opinion  the 
noble  Lord  (Brudenell)  had  made  out  a 
case  of  great  grievance.  He  was  un« 
doubtedly  unfortunate  in  bringing  forward 
charges  which,  in  the  opinion  of  the  court- 
martial,  were  not  substantiated;  but  he 
did  think,  from  the  noble  Lord's  own  state- 
ment, that  there  were  grounds  of  com- 
plaint against  Lord  Hill's  exercise  of  dis- 
cretion. He  (Mr.  Hume)  had  no  hesitation 
in  saying  that,  for  himself,  the  complaint  he 
made  was  principally  against  Lord  Hill,  for 
having,  as  Commander-in-chief,  sanctioned 
the  verdict  of  the  court-martial,  and  pro- 
claimed its  sentence,  in  the  terms  they  had 
heard  that  night,  at  the  head  of  every  regi- 
ment in  the  service,  and  now  coming  for* 
ward  and  re-appointing  the  noble  Lord, 
without  any  explanation  to  satisfy  the 
minds  either  of  officers  or  men  that  that 
sentence  was  a  harsh  and  unjust  one  on 
the  noble  Lord.  He  now  wished  to  address 
himself  to  the  observations  of  the  noble 
Lord,  the  Secretary*  at- War,  relative  to  the 
alteration  in  the  motion  of  his  hon.  Friend. 
His  hon.  Friend  had  undoubtedly  departed 
from  his  original  intention — and  why? 
Because,  not  having  paid  attention  to  the 
practice  of  the  House  in  former  instances, 
when  it  had  exercised  its  undoubted  right 
of  instituting  an  inquiry  into  similar  trans* 
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U;  i>«  Ui«  iridujMrii^&M^  duty  of  tl^  Hou§e 
to  pftf4:4a4  1^  ihf^tmt/'  lAr,  Fox  on  ibat 
ifi*'i$%utu  %iku\f  ib^i  '^Uie  motion  \mu%  a 
mtiUfU  Uif  n  ajumiwag  be  Uiouid  voU;  for 
ii(  tw;«uf4  it  wai  tbe  c^fOititutiormi  pro- 
viii<'«  nod  tb«  undoubted  dytjr  of  that 
)(oMii«  to  wiitt'b  ovi;r  tb«  eiMfcotivi;  depart- 
rn<{i^t4i,  audf  wbf!r« tb<:jf  b«d  cause  to  luipect 
nbuiMr^  to  iuitituia  io  ioquiry,  with  a  view 
Kitb«r  to  eoriiiurfi  or  to  puoiihmeat.^ 
Tnkiiig;  ibe  opiiiiofii  of  tbefie  two  eminent 
•tmaimen  for  bii  guide,  bit  bon.  Friend, 
iiie  member  for  Cornwall  bed  an  undoubted 
preoiident  on  which  to  proceed  on  the 
prii«ent  oocmion.  The  ilouee  had  now 
only  to  Inquire  whether  it  had  a  caie  luch 
a«  Mr.  Pitt  and  Mr.  Fox  both  alleK<2(l  to 
beiufllcient  to  juitify  inquiry --namely,  a 
CM«  which  warranted  •uiptcion  thai  the 
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'i-iMsd  Kf  wexert  a  oms! 
lUiH  Lord    L>:udi;iii.il   Lad 
VLrJL*ii    to    ifccieud    kimB&if   faeicne 
fyjvTUvATihL       Hjt  adnini  " 
.  Lcc^  h:uutittU  liad  ^ova  a 
'  of  akai  a^as  doe    to  Lis  own  chamc^ic 
I  vj  Cesbadd:ii^  iLuX  La  coDdnsi  ahpiui  ae 
^ttViLitud  u>  tte  cxixtsidcfaticai  c  f  aag»:ag 
c^un^ufsni^       WbfeB    the  aobk   l-^*^ 
aaktd    for   that  court-mulijJ,   ba  €*hr^ 
to  bare  bad  it  granted  to  Lua,  mad  L:<^ 
Hill    bad,    in    bis  opioioii,    taeated   u« 
noble   Lord  with  great  harihaeas  in  /t^ 
fusing  it*      He  said  that  Lord    Hili  W 
re(ii%td   to    grant    Lord    BradefteSI   tw 
court*martial  for  vbicb  he  asked;    ^ 
Lord  Fitzroj  Somerset,  in  reply  to  Lard 
BrudeneU's   letter,  wbieh  be  stated  htd 
been  laid  before  the  General  commawdinc* 
io'chief,  used   these  words ;    "  Theie  n 
nothing  in  what  yoo  have  now  broegbt 
under  bis  Lordship's  notice  which  wooU 
justify  him  in  re-opening  the  qoestiooi 
or  in   recommending  that  the  decisioa 
which  has  been  come  to  upon  it  shooU 
bo  reversed.**      What  were  they  to  coo* 
elude  from  such  language,  except  tbst 
Lord  Hill  considered  the  conduct  of  Lord 
Brudenell  to  be  such  as  the  sentence  of 
the  court-martial  had  described  it  to  te 
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and   that  he  had  therefore  removed  the 
noble     Lord   from   the  command  of  his 
regiment?      He  believed  that  it  was  a 
regulation  welUknown  in  the  army*  that 
aY%  officer  who  was  deemed  unfit  to  per- 
form    the  duties  of  his   station   in  one 
regiment,  was  also  deemed  unfit  to  per- 
form   them  in  any  other.    If  that  were 
so,    then  he  contended  that  Lord  Hili*s 
conduct  in  re-appointing  Lord  Brudenell 
to  the  command  of  a  regiment,  exhibited 
a  want  of  that  due  attention  which  justice 
required  to  be  paid   to  the  officers  of 
the    army,   and  in  the  maintenance   of 
discipline  set  a  very  bad  example  to  the 
private  soldiers.    It  would  be  impossible 
to  maintain  discipline  among  tfie  private 
aoldiersy   if    they    allowed    the  General 
cotnmanding-in-chief  to  declare  in  one  day, 
in  front  of  every  regiment  in  the  service, 
an  ofificer  guilty  of  unofficerlike  behaviour, 
and  to  re-appoint  him  on  the  next  to  a 
high  command,  without  making  any  at- 
tempt to  remove  from  his  character  the 
stigma  which  the  previous  declaration  had 
cast  upon  it.     He  maintained,  that  under 
ail    the   circumstances  of  the  case,  the 
House  must  come  to  this  conclusion,  that 
Lord  Hill  had  not  made  this  appointment 
upon    principles   of    justice,    but    upon 
grounds  of  private  favour  and  partiality. 
[«<iVb,  no*"]      Had  I^rd  Brudenell  been 
a  poor  unsupported  subaltern,  instead  of 
being  the  son  of  a  powerful  nobleman, 
would  Lord  Hill  have  dealt  so  favourably 
with  him  as  he  recently  had  done  ?    Lord 
Hill,  he  insisted,  had  either  been  guilty  of 
injustice  towards  Lord  Brudenell,  in  not 
granting  him  a  court-martial,  or,  if  he 
thought  the  sentence  of  the  former  court- 
martial  could  not  be  reversed,  had  been 
guilty  of  injustice  to  the  service,  in  placing 
an  incompetent  and  incapable  officer  at 
the  bead  of  a  regiment.     Lord  Brudenell 
had  read  to  the  House  several  letters  from 
officers  of  high  military  rank,  declaring 
that  they  were  dissatisfied  with  the  sentence 
which  the  court-martial  had  given  against 
him;  but  surely  the  House  would  not 
consider  those  letters,  however  respectable 
the  authors  of  them  might  be,  as  equal 
in  authority  to  the  sentence  which  thirteen 
officers  had  given  upon  their  oaths.    In 
point  of  fact,  those  letters  did  not  apply 
St  ail  to  the  merits  of  the  present  case, 
and  did  not  shake  in  the  slightest  degree 
the  justice  of  the  sentence.    If  Lord  Bru- 
denell had  been  harshly  used,  and  he  did 
m  wm  to  f»7  that  his  Lprdibip  bad  not 


been  harshly  used,  who  was  it,  he  would 
ask,  that  had  used  him  harshly?  Who 
but  the  General  commanding-in-chief  7 
The  noble  Lord  who  filled  the  office  of 
Secretary-at-War  had  taken  great  pride 
to  himself,  in  the  speech  which  he  had  de- 
livered against  the  present  motion,  for  not 
having  read  any  part  of  the  evidence  pro* 
duoed  upon  the  court-martial.  To  him  it 
appeared  that  the  noble  Lord  had  taken 
pride  to  himself  for  a  ciroumstance  which 
he  ought  to  have  been  most  reluctant  to 
acknowledge.  Filling  the  situation  which 
the  noble  Lord  did,  it  was  his  duty  to 
have  made  himself  roaster  of  the  whole  of 
that  evidence,  and  the  House  had  a  right 
to  expect  from  him  (Lord  Howick)  an  ex- 
pression of  opinion  upon  it.  The  noble  Lord 
ought  to  be  responsible  to  the  House  for 
appointments  like  the  present.  We  ought 
not  to  have  a  Commander-in-Chief  whom 
nobody  knows.  It  was  with  a  view  of 
ascertaining  by  whose  authority  Lord 
Brudenell  had  been  re-appointed  to  the 
command  of  a  regiment,  and  whether  it 
was  by  the  authority  of  the  noble  Lord, 
that  the  present  motion  had  been  brought 
forward.  He  now,  therefore,  came  to  the 
conclusion  that  the  motion  of  his  hon. 
Friend,  the  Member  for  Cornwall,  ought  to 
be  supported — 1st,  because  it  was  con- 
formable to  precedent;  2nd,  because 
there  was  no  other  tribunal  competent  to 
inquire  into  the  merits  of  this  appoint- 
ment; 3rd,  because  Lord  Brudenell  as* 
serted  that  he  had  been  denied  justice ; 
and  lastly,  because  Lord  Hill  had  set  a 
bad  example  to  the  army  in  placing  at  the 
head  of  a  regiment,  without  any  additional 
inquiry,  an  ofiicer  who  had  been  declared, 
but  two  years  ago,  by  a  court-martial, 
whose  sentence  was  read  to  every  regiment 
in  the  service,  incapable  and  unworthy  of 
command.  ['*  JVb,  no."]  If  a  committee 
were  granted  to  him,  he  would  undertake 
to  prove  before  that  committee  other 
instances  of  gross  partiality  and  oppres- 
sion on  the  part  of  the  Commander-in- 
Chief.  Why  did  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
murmur  when  he  said  this?  Because 
they  were  afraid,  that  if  a  committee  were 
granted  to  him,  he  should  prove  all  his 
allegations  before  it.  He  admitted,  that 
in  his  private  character  no  man  stood 
higher  in  his  estimation  than  Lord  Hill  { 
but  in  his  official  character,  in  his  manage^ 
ment  of  the  patronage  of  the  army,  Lord 
Hill  set  a  bad  example  both  to  officers  and 
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\\  »Ui«m<on,  Sir  H. 
\VHf«Hi,  H«nnr 

\\»^,  Colonel 
WoiiU^w  hon.  J.  S. 
\X\iin.  rt.  hon.  C»  NV. 
VoMHic,  If.  F. 
Voun^,  Sir  W. 

VWtk,  Sir  O. 
Coirv,  hon.  U.  T.  L. 


Vlu*n»  J«^^n  F.nnit 

W  ^If  «•,  John 
^V*•^^n,  R. 

Wr^^Knrt,  If.  R. 

rniyATK  Wii.i^.*]     Mr.   NarhnH  vtvi% 
•ntttMiR  trteall  the  nn<*ntion  of  hon.  Mom* 
Wr<  to  ll^c  mtuAlton  in  which  landowners 
und  oiht^r  |>it>pncloni  trerc  pldo^  under 
lhf«  Hunftl  |>mvi!tfon«  of  Rdilwuv  Acts,  tnd 
h>    9itMt    the  g;roiind8    wpon '  which    he 
lhong:ht  jnMfi'^  t^pquired  thai  some  altera- 
t*t>n   should   b«  mad«  in  thorn  for   the 
fttlrtf^.     At  |>rx^ncnt  any  |>roprietor»  whose 
Mwprrty  was  taken  by  Act  of  Parliament, 
w  the  |Mir|>oiret  of  a  railway,  was  liable 
to  he  catM  upon  hy  the  Con^pany  to 
f\Hni(ih  an  alwtract  of  his  title-deeds,  and 
to  pn^\^»  at  hts  own  ex|>en8c  if  required, 
their  valiitity ;  and  in  ease  of  his  failings 
to  make  ont  what  was  termed  a  market- 
nWe  title,  the  company  was  empowered 
to  withhold  the  payment  of  the  purchase 
money  fW^n  the  vendor,  and  to  pay  it 
into   the   H^nk  of   Kn^land,  under  the 
name  of   the   Atvountant-ltenerah    The 
oh|«^ci  of  the  motion  he  was  al>out  to  sub- 
mit lo  Ihe  House  was,  to  relieve  the  land* 
owner  lh>m  all  expenses    incidental   to 
f\nniihinir  the    abstmct,    and    verifying 
his  title,  and  to  thnm  them  in  everv  case 
tipon  the  party  who  came  to  Parliament 
to  fbice  the  sale.     Theiij  were  so  many 
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•od  eipeiiiet  Hlfdmg  le^si  pR»f  »« 
ofteotbegrealMincaflBs  of  looppasKB-i'^, 
where  the  ssord  right  thatz  the  ovbct  '^  J 
to  his  property  wis  the  laoat  fndisp^'.:  e. 
He  merely  alliided  to  thgse  co1lSld£n*l::^ 
ID  order  to  show  bow    desirable 
that  Pariiameatshoald 
possible,  to  pfocect  proprielors 
put  to  annecessary  expe-nse,    from 
son  able  otneetioos  taken  to  their  title*  :: 
the  part  of  Railway  eoopmnies  ;  and  . 
how  necessary  it  was,  that  it  shoald  prr  v 
asraraswaspossible,agaiiistthepToprc'  :• 
being  csilea  opoo  to  make  an  aimeear.r' 
exposure  of  titk-iieeds  and    famiiy  -j- 
tlementSy  which  had,  in   many  insULitrH 
led  to  a  ruiooQS  course  of  litig-atioD.     7 
question  was,  how  to  effect   the  objer.  . 
had  in  view.    He  beg^   to  call  ili&  : 
tentlon  of  hon.  Members    to    a    prscDc. 
which  of  late  years  bad  been  adopt&i  . 
cases  of  voluntary  sales,  where,   in  crc^ 
to  protect  the  vendor  against  frxvokxis  t  J^ 
jections  to  his  title,  it  had   become 
practice  to  fix  the  expenses  sUDeading 
veriffing  of  the  abstract  npoa   the  ; 
chaser ;   and  he  ventured  to  sogves/r 
Parliament  could  not  do  better  than  a 
the  same  protection  to  those,  whose 
perty  it  aisposed  of  by  its  ovn  ad 
that  which,  in  voluntary  transactknis, 
vendor  had  found  it  necessary  to  p 
for  himself.    This  could  not  be  kx» 
upon  as  a  mere  shifting;  of  the 
from  the  proprietor  to  the  company 
purchases ;   tnough,  even  if  it 
IS  only  just  that  these  expenses  s& 
be  thrown  upon  the  company  that  foil 
the  sale,  and  taken  off  the  proprietor,  yr 
was  an  unwilling  party  to  the  traDsactk  ^^se 


•^T: 


,,.  .-.,,     ,,,v    i:t«,i  .        ■■.«,«     Tt\.%v    w\*    iiinii^  I  wns  nil  unwilling  pniijr  lu  cue  fciau9«^««»    --^ 

hon»  Membei^  mora  conversant  with  the!  But  it  would  have  a  further,  and  asr  i     ^ 
sale  ami  transfer  of  pro|>erty  than  he  was,    more  beneficial  result,  namely,  that  i  ^us~ 
thnt  he  felt  it  unnecessary  to  dwell  upon  the  **   "       '        '         .-  .  -. 

didioullics    which     frequently    attended 


deduolnff  a  marketable  title,  resting,  as  it 
often  did,  upon  a  proof  of  pedigree— re- 
quiring an  examination  of  parish  re* 
gitters  in  different  parts  of  the  coun- 
try,   which  was  dif}|cult»    owing   to  the 


company  finding  themselves  saddled  if^at 

the  expenses,  would  rest  satisfied,  exclkc   . 

under  very  peculiar  circumstances,  witl^  il..;^^ 

mere  abstract  of  the  title-deeds,  and  tfeno^-;. 

the  proprietor  would  be  saved  from  an  i  ?s  t  { 

necessary  exposure  of  his  family  afiai"  •;],. . 


Vv    r  '    --■"B    —  *"«    Such  a  provision  was  necessary  in  order 

present  Uorective  mode  of   registration,    secure  the    proprietor,    in  some   cast 
Nor  was  It  necessary  to  examine,  in  de-    against  downright  pecuniar 


tail,  tha  expenses  which  might  arise  in 
getting  and  assigning  terms  of  years,  in 
oases  where  the  property  was  under  the 
trust  of  ft  long  and  intricate  settlement ; 
It  would  be  enough  for  him  to  remind 
'^^^n.  Members,  that  a  title,  which  was  a 
safe-holding  title,  might  often  be  rejected 
as  not  marketable,  and  that  the  difl^culties 


pecuniary  loss.    Tak 
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for  instance,  a  case  where  only  a  sms 
portion  of  an  estate  is  taken  forthe  ptt' 
poses  of  a  railway,  and  where  the  pui 
chase  money  is  of  trifling  amount,  bi 
where  the  title  to  the  whole  estate  is  k 
volved  in  the  title  to  this  portion  of  B 
and  in  order  to  substantiate  it,  the  ownl.^ 
may  be  put  lo  enormous  expense,  and  i  ^^  m.: 
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for  the  metropolif  a  foil  tod  cbeap  supply 
of  coal. 
PeCitkmt  ordered  to  lie  on  the  taUe. 

Sgitth  DuERAii  Railway.]  Mr. 
Alderman  Wood^  pursuant  to  notices 
gifeOy  moved  that  the  Members  for  the 
counties  of  Middlesex,  Surrey,  Essex, 
and  Kent,  and  the  cities  and  l>oroughs 
within  the  same  respectively,  be  added  to 
the  Committee  on  the  South  West  Durham 
Railway  Bill,  and  on  the  South  Durham 
Railway  Bill. 

Mr.  LambUm  opposed  the  motion.  It 
was  of  the  inost  unusual  character.  Regular 
lists  for  Committees  on  private  Bills  were 
prepared  and  constantly  acted  upon,  and 
to  depart  from  them  would  lead  to  confu- 
aiocn  and  inconfenience,  and  he  did  not  see 
how  the  present  proposition  could  be  sanc- 
tioned, except  it  were  shown  that  the  re- 
gular Committees  bad  failed  in  the  per- 
formance of  the  duties  deputed  to  them. 
And  if  they  had  so  failed,  the  House  was  not 
without  its  remedy  ;  fault  could  be  found 
and  complaint  be  preferred  before  the 
House  on  the  bringing  op  of  the  Reports. 
He,  therefore,  should  give  his  most  de- 
cided opposition  to  the  motion. 

Mr.  Arthur  Trevor  said,  that  he  also 
.  must  give  his  most  decided  resistance  to  the 
present  proposition.  He  thought  thatif  any 
one  but  the  hon.  Alderman  had  brought 
forward  the  proposition,  that  hon.  Member 
would  have  been  the  first  to  exclaim 
against  and  to  resist  so  monstrous  and 
barefaced  a  proposition,  as  ho  would  have 
been  disposed  to  term  it.  He  was  aston- 
ished that  the  hon.  Member  had  brought 
himself  to  propose  so  monstrous,  absurd, 
and  irregular  a  proposition,  as  no  fault  was 
even  alleged  against  the  existing  Commit- 
tees ;  and  he  must  say,  that  the  absurdity 
of  the  proposition  was  only  equalled  by  its 
injustice,  there  having  been  no  fault  found 
hitherto  for  non-compliance  with  the  usual 
orders  of  the  House. 

Mr«  Pease  must  also  resist  the  motion  as 
irregular  and  inconsistent  with  the  regu- 
lations of  the  House  regarding  Committees 
on  Private  Bills.  It  was  uncalled  for  by 
any  conduct  on  the  part  of  the  existing 
Committees.  If  any  question  arose  as  to 
the  manner  in  which  the  Committees  acted 
on  these  Bills,  let  that  matter  be  brought 
before  the  House  on  bringing  up  the  Report 
That  stage  of  the  business  presented  the 
proper  opportunity,  and  therefore  the  pub* 

Uc  totireM  Qould  not  (htl  to  bt  duly  pro* 
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tected.  It  certainly  was  not 
nor  very  convenient  to  add,  its  it  was  bow 
proposed  to  do,  twenty  or  thirty  MeBben 
to  a  Private  Bill  Committee. 

Mr.  Hugket  could  not  afpree  with  cbe 
motion,  but,  at  the  same  time,  he  was  of 
opinion  that  the  proceedings  of  these  Cotn« 
mittees  ought  to  lie  closely  vratd^  by 
hon.  Members. 

Mr.  Barnard  thought  that  ^irhere  the  in- 
terests of  the  metropolis  and  its  neighboor- 
hood  were  so  deeply  involved,  ewetyoppor- 
tonity  ought  to  be  afibrded  to  secure  lbs 
amplest  protection  of  the  public  interests, 

Mr.  Alderman  Wood  had  no  other  ofcgect 
ia  view  than  the  performance  of  his  datj 
to  his  constituents.     When  he  savr  Mil  the 
great  coal-owners  endeavour  to  stop  a  rail- 
way, the  completion  of  which  would  cos- 
tribute  to  the  forwarding  of  a  larger  anpph 
of  coals,  he  did  think,  that  with   reference 
to  the  consumers  of  coals,  it  was  right  tbii 
assurance  should  l>e  given  that  their  iote^ 
ests  were  protected,  and  he  had   therefore 
moved  that  the  representatiyes  of  the  great 
consumers  of  coals  should  l>e  on  the  Conu 
mittee  on  these  Bills.     He  was    farther 
urged  to  this  course  on  seeing,  in  the  Dur- 
ham Papers,  advertisements  of  meetiogv. 
dec.,  calling  on  the  constituenta  of  that 
part  of  the  country  to  resist  these  Bilb* 
In  that  state  of  things  he  had  ventured  to 
think  that  justice  to  all  parties  would  not 
be  endangered  by  requiring  the  repreaeat" 
atives  of   Middlesex  to  co-operate  with 
those  of  Durham.     In  the  course  of  this 
discussion  extraordinarily  high  language 
l^ad  been  used,  but  he  was  not  to  be  fright- 
ened from  the  performance  of  his  dutj- 
He  could  assure  those  who  held  such  lan- 
guage that  he  dared  to  do  all  that  became  s 
Member  of  Parliament  to  do  for  the  protec- 
tion  of  his  constituents.    After  what  had 
passed  he  should  not  press  the  present 
motion ;  but  he  hesitated  not  to  declare, 
that  there  ought  to  he  some  watch  orer 
gentlemen  who  were  so  largely  interested 
in  the  coal-trade,  or  who  were  the  repre- 
sentatives of  those  who  were  largely  mter- 
ested  in  such  trade.  And,  for  one,  be  should 
not  fail  to  extend  audi  watchfulness  w 
far  as  he  was  able. 

Motion  withdrawn. 

IiTTERasT  tw  Railways.]  Mr.  Gis' 
borne  having  moved  that  it  be  an  tnstroc- 
tion  to  the  Committee  on  the  re-committed 
Midland  Counties  Railway  Bill,  to  confioe 

Ibeir  labours  tg  an  tmiQiiy  into  the  awriti 


iSBO  Intereii  ui  Railways.  {Mat  4}  Poor  Laws  (Irelmd). 


690 


of  tho  Northampton  line^  in  comparison 
with  the  line  propoeed  hy  the  Bill — into 
the  propriety  of  tne  raising  of  the  line  of 
the  Kingston  LeYcl,  &c. 

Sir  Samnel  WhalUy  said*  that  he  wished 
to  make  a  remark  or  two  regarding  the 
right  of  Toting  on  Railway  and  other  Bills 
by  those  Members  who  might  have  shares 
therein.     He  did  not  desire  to  introduce 
the  remark  he  had  to  make  with  any  per- 
sonalities, nor  in  the  language  of  complaint, 
but   only  to  set  himself  right  with  the 
House  and  the  country ;  and  he  thought 
that  if  strict  candour  were  extended  to 
him*  this  opportunity  would  neither  be 
denied  nor  complained  of.     He  begged  to 
remind  the  House  that  he  was  by  no  means 
the  only  Member  who  had  voted  on  Bills 
in  which  they  were  personally  or  pecu- 
niarily interested,  but,  he  believed,  like 
himself,  without  imagining  that  they  were 
in  any  way  acting  contrary  to  the  rules  or 
practice  of  tho  House.     There  was  the 
subject  that  had  recently  been  mentioned 
»^the  coal  monopoly,  or  the  supply  of 
coals.     Had  not  many  Members  interested 
in  that  monopoly  or  supply  voted  on  the 
Bills  tending   to  facilitate   the  supplv? 
This  it  was  right  that  the  House  and  the 
public  should  know.    Again,  had  not  one 
Member,  having  a  remote  interest  in  the 
question,  decided  the  votes  regarding  the 
Kingston  branch  in  a  Railway  Bill,  which 
decision  would  have  been  the  other  way 
but  for  the  vote  of  that  Member,  who  had 
at  least  a  remote  interest,  for  he  was  a 
subscriber  to  the  amount  of  15,000/. 

Mr.  Gisborne  interrupted  the  hon. 
Member.  In  the  instance  in  question  Che 
decision  was  by  the  Chairman  giving  the 
casting  vote. 

^\x  Samuel  Whalley — ^Yes;  but  except 
the  hon.  Member  in  question  had  voted, 
there  would  have  been  no  occasion  for  the 
casting  vote  of  the  Chairman.  He  did  not 
mention  these  things  as  matters  of  com- 
plaiaty  but  to  exculpate  himself  from  hav- 
ing done  what  was  contrary  to  the  practice 
of  the  House.  On  the  evening  previously 
to  the  vote  that  he  had  given,  five  Direc- 
tors of  the  Dublin  Steam  Packet  Company 
bad  voted  on  a  Bill  regarding  that  Com- 
pany,  without  any  complaint  being  pre- 
ferred; he  therefore  submitted,  that  down 
to  the  time  of  giving  hb  vote,  of  which 
complaint  had  been  made,  he  had  no  rea- 
son to  believe  that  he  was  acting  incon- 
sistently with  the  practice  of  the  House. 
.  Motioa  for  ina traction  agreed  to« 


Pooa  Laws  (Ieii<akd).1  On  the  mo* 
tion  that  the  first  order  of  the  day  be 
read, 

Mr.  Poulett  Scrope  rose  to  bring  for- 
ward the  resolutions  of  which  he  had 
given  notice,  and  first  required  the  Clerk 
to  read  that  part  of  the  King's  Speech  at 
the  opening  of  the  Session  which  related 
to  the  introduction  of  Poor-laws  into  Ire- 
land. The  following  are  the  words  of  the 
Speech : — **  A  further  Report  of  the  Com- 
missioners of  Inquiry  into  the  condition  of 
the  poorer  classes  of  my  subjects  in  Ire- 
land will  speedily  be  laid  before  you. 
You  will  approach  this  subject  with  the 
caution  due  to  its  importance  and  diffi- 
culty; and  the  experience  of  the  salutary 
efiects  already  produced  by  the  Act  for  the 
amendment  of  the  laws  relative  to  the  poor 
in  England  and  Wales,  may,  in  many 
respects,  assist  your  deliberations.*'  The 
hon.  Member  then  said,  in  entering  on  this 
subject  I  would  recal  to  the  recollection 
of  the  House  the  history  and  present  state 
of  this  great  question.  England,  it  is  well 
known,  and  Scotland,  had  their  system  of 
poor-laws  established  in  the  beginning  of 
the  17th  century.  It  is  now  known  that  it 
was  contemplated  by  the  Lejgislature  very 
shortly  afterwards  to  transfer  the  same 
valuable  institution  to  Ireland.  In  the 
year  1640  an  Act,  the  almost  literal  tran- 
script of  the  43d  of  Elizabeth,  passed  both 
Houses  of  Parliament  in  Ireland,  and  re- 
ceived the  Royal  Assent;  but,  by  some 
accident,  owing  most  probably  to  the 
troubled  state  of  the  times,  just  at  the 
breaking  out  of  the  great  rebellion,  it  was 
never  promulgated,  and  has  remained  a 
dead  letter  ever  since.  From  that  time 
till  very  lately  no  attempt  was  made  to  in- 
troduce any  public  provision  for  the  poor 
into  Ireland.  A  few  years  since  some 
writers  in  the  public  press,  struck  by  this 
contrast  of  the  condition  of  the  poorer 
classes  of  the  population  of  England  and 
Ireland,  the  one  without,  the  other  with, 
the  protection  of  a  poor-law,  advocated 
the  extension  of  this  salutary  institution 
to  the  sister  island.  But  their  views  were 
discountenanced  by  the  then  reigning 
school  of  political  economy,  which  had 
espoused  the  doctrine  of  Mr.  Malthus, 
that  poverty  was  solely  the  consequence 
of  excess  of  population ;  that  any  relief 
to  the  poor  only  led  to  an  increase  of  their 
numbers,  and  consequently  to  an  increase 
of  pauperism  and  misery.  In  vain  was  it 
urged  that  the  comparatife  rate  of  increase 
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[»alion  of  a  hit  of  land  i4  the  atfi^  ffud  rtnu 
of  enwtence,  are  driven  l>w  i})«  iiece«»4ty  #1' 
vlf-preiNn^ntioo    to  iea?ue  ihemselves  to» 
geth^r  in   neereX  a<80ciatioiit,  with  a  \\ew 
to  mainfafffi  one  another  lo   their  several 
holding,  and    to  rewnt  compulsory  e\ecU 
nwnt3  r>v  a  svstcm  of  lerrcrisra.     They 
have  e«tahlHh«^  a  law  more  powertui  and 
more  refoef!ted  than  the  law  of  the  land— 
a  law  which  awards  death  to  any  one  who 
re^mtn  \i%  mandates,  and  wants  not  agents 
to   e!ter»ile    it*   sentences.       It   ban   been 
proved,  that  so  completely  has  the  horrible 
dtate   of  thines,    I    have  described,   per- 
verted 5j|l  moral    feeling   amon^  this  suf- 
fering  people,    that    the    commission    of 
murder  in   revenue  for  ejectment,  or  the 
taking  of  land    from    which    the    former 
tenant  wa«  *^jerted,  is  a  recognized  title  to 
popular    sympathy,    protection,    support, 
and  gratitude;   and    this   from  the  same 
people  who^  kindly  feelinc^s  towards  each 
other  are  so  acute,  that  they  will  share 
their  lajit  potatoe  wi^h  a  starving  neighbour. 
1  he^  are   fact*.     They  require   no  com- 
ment.      But,   after   their   disclosure   has 
taken  place  upon  the  authority  of  a  Royal 
Commission — after  the  veil  has  been  torn 
off,  which  had  hitherto  concealed  a  state 
of  things  so  repulsive  to   humanity,   so 
di^<»racel"ul    to    a    Chri»lian    communitv, 
who  wilt  say  that  it  is  to  be  allowed  to 
remain   a  day  without  an  attempt   being 
made     for    its    improvement  ?      And     is 
nothing  to  be  done  ?     No  one  now  dis- 
putes that  Ireland  must  have  a  Poor-law  ! 
No  one    now,    I    imagine,    will    contend, 
after  the  Report  of  the  Commission,  that 
it  must  not  l>e  a  complete  measure,  going 
the  full  ien^th  of  all  that  I,  or  any  of  the 
m^ist  zealous  advocates  of  ihe  principle, 
have  ever  asked — -the  lull  length  of  atford- 
w%  relief  to  every  class  of  the  destitute 
poor  of  Ireland^— of  atfording  a  securily 
that  no  one  in  that  country  need  starve 
from  wanU     I  never  had  the  least  doubt, 
that  when  once  the  subject  was  fully  in- 
vestigated by  rea«oaable  meu,  whatever 
their  prepossessions  may  have  previously 
been,   that  it  would   be   discovered  that 
t»othing  less  than  this  coaid  be  otfered.  I 
Itave  never  asked  for  or  proposed  more.  !  f. 
The  pnnciple,   tben^  being  conceded  on     T. 
all  haads  thai  the  poor  of  Ireland  must  no 
longer  be  allowed  to  starve  for  want  of 
relief,  if  infirm— of  the  means  of  earning 
their  livelihood  by  the  sweat  of  their  brow, 
if  willing  to  work^  it  only  remains  lo  con- 
•id#r  bow  this  priaci^i^  id  tQ  b«  worktd 
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■!  :  lit  ihere  would 

.:■■  of  the  House. 

■■  ■:  iilicady  before 

•     '..  Liini  those  of  l!ie 

■  it.irJ  and  Stroud. 
'I  ti)  s  IV  whicli  (le- 
■.    i!<-  h,id  always  felt 

■p'l  wiiicli  it  became 
I  till'  Government  of 
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vo,  but  had  always  TCBOTled 

l:i. ■.■,<;  ;iirgrded  either  by  the 

•  ■M»  or  the  appointment  of 

i.r  Ccmmission.      He  would 

"  :i   .IS  a   conceded    point,  that 

'■t    lo    Ijc    a  provision  for  the 

'ti   Ih.IlIikI,    and  his  argument  that 

■   l,,i(l   hoin    solely   directed  to  ihow 

'■•.:  liov.TiLiiient  were  not  justified  tn 

■  -.  •••iijiiij,-    Its    introduction    to  another 

■  ■  >-.i.ii,      Mu  had   been   taunted    by  a 

■  .  ■  ■  |.  man,  ivlio  now  professed  himself  an 

■  '  'h-.w.-  fur  tliis  measure,  vpith  exhibiting^ 
I,   '1  ilijs  subject  more  ^eal  than  digcre- 

■■•11.  If  he  were  zealous,  it  was  no  nev 
•1  i[,  t'-r  (luring  the  last  six  or  seven  years 
;,<'  lind  laboured  to  awaken  the  attention 
■  ■i  ihu  country  and  of  that  Home  to  a  sense 
.if  ilic  deplorable  condition  of  the  poor  in 
IicIliirI  ;  and  if  that  Gentleman  were  pre- 
^(.•nt,  he  would  tell  hiro,  that  if  he  had 
t^ikcii  a  different  tone  upon  this  subject, 
ihoie  would  at  that  moment  have  been  a 
Bill  before  the  House.  He  knew  not  what 
part  other  Members  might  feel  it  their 
duly  to  take,  but  for  himself  he  would  not 
shrink  from  avowing  it  as  his  opinion,  that 
if  Government  allowed  this  Session  to 
pass  away  without  taking  initiatory  steps 
for  the  introduction  into  Ireland  of  a  legal- 
ised provision  for  the  poor,  they  would 
be  wanting  in  a  duty  which  they  owed, 
not  only  to  the  people  of  Ireland,  but  to 
tlie  well  being  of  the  empire  intrusted  to 
their  care.  He  begged  leave  cordially  to 
second  the  motion  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Stroud. 

Viscount  Uorpeth  said,  that  in  the 
absence  of  his  noble  Friend,  the  Secretary 
for  the  Home  Department,  he  felt  that 
it  would  be  unbecoming,  and  even  unne- 
cessary for  him  to  detain  the  House  with 
more  than  a  few  words  in  answer  to  the 
resolution  which  had  been  proposed,  and 
these  few  words  should  be  applied  rather 
to  the  subject  of  the  motion  than  to  the 
terms  in  which  it  had  been  introduced. 
This  much,  however,  he  must  be  allowed 
to  lay,  that  some  of  the  strictures  which 
had  been  made  upon  the  conduct  of  the  Go- 
vernment did  not  appear  to  be  prompted 
by  a  candid  and  conciliatory  spirit.  After 
stating  several  facts,  the  last  resolution  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Stroud  was  to  this 
effect: — "That  it  is  the  opinion  of  this 
House  that  no  lime  should  be  lost  in  re- 
io  lai^e  a  portion  of  his  Majesty's 
I  from  their  present  calamitous 
in."     Now  who  was  to  define  the 
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Ibis  frigbifol  record  of  facU  referred,  not 
to  Englaody  but  to  the  people  of  Ireland? 
or  was  it  less  deserving  tbe  immediate 
attention  of  the  House,  because  the  per- 
sons of  whom  it  was  told  were  habituated 
to  suffering?     What  were  the  circum- 
stances   under  which    this  Commission 
made  their  Report  ?    Three  years  since  a 
number  of  gentlemen,  high  in  station  and 
eminent  for  their  known  intelligence,  were 
selected  for  the  doty  of  inquiry  into  the 
condition  of  the  poor  of  Ireland.     Many 
of  them  were  known  to  entertain  opinions 
hostile  to  the  introduction  of  a  Poor-law 
into  Ireland — yet,  after  a  patient,  and  he 
would  say,  a  too  much  prolonged  investi- 
gation, they  brought  down  to  the  House  a 
Report  containing  a  more  frightful  picture 
of  human  misery  than  was  ever  exhibited 
in  the  annals  of  any  country,  and  they 
urged  upon  the  adoption  of  Parliament  a 
series  of  measures  having  for  their  object 
the  relief  or  mitigation  of  that  misery; 
nor  was  it  upon   the  opinion  of  these 
Commissioners  alone  that  the  public  sen- 
timent upon  this  subject  rested.     If  we 
might  judge  by  the  uniform  language  of 
those  organs  through  which  public  opinion 
is  spoken,  it  appeared  that  upon  no  sub- 
ject of   political  concern  was  there  so 
universal  a  concurrence    of  opinion  as 
npon  the  propriety  of  framing  legislative 
measures  for  the  relief  of  the  poor  in  Ire- 
land.    Indeed,  Europe  itself  cried  shame 
upon  that  House  and  upon  the  British 
Government,  for  leaving  in  so  disastrous  a 
condition  such  an  important  portion  of 
the  population  of  these  kingdoms,  and  it 
was  a  theme    of  just  reproach  in  the 
mouth  of  every  intelligent  traveller  who 
visited  these  realms.    Even  the  landlords 
of  Ireland,  who  had  so  long  resisted  the 
introduction  of  any  measure  which  was 
likely  to  impose  on  their  properties  an 
assessment,  were   now  prepared  to  ac- 
quiesce in  a  modi6ed  provision  for  the 
poor;  yet,  notwithstandmg  the  appalling 
nature  of  the  distress  which  was  acknow- 
ledged to  exist — notwithstanding  the  al- 
most unanimous  concurrence  of  opinion 
that  it  ought  to  be  relieved,  Government 
again  told  us  that  they  were  not  prepared 
to  submit  to  Parliament  measures,  the 
expediency  of  which  they  could  not  deny. 
If  this  were  a  new  question,  there  might 
be  some  apology  for  the  delay.    But  for 
ten  successive  years  it  had  been  annually 
brought  under  discussion  in  that  House, 

fnd  M  eft«a  had  been  postponed  by  some 


evasive  or  dilatory  plea.     Why   tiiis  q?- 
accountable  delay?    Were  his    Bfajest^% 
Ministers  the  only  persons  in     tbe  com- 
munity incapable  of  forming  aD    opinion 
upon  a  question  of  such  great    natio}?^^ 
importance?     If  such  were  the  c^ase  tbey 
were  unfit  for  the  office  which  they  held. 
But  he  would  not  pay  so  bad  a  comp/i- 
ment  to  their  intellect.     He    ^ras    com- 
pelled  to  adopt  the  belief  that  they  baJ 
formed   opinions  upon  ihe    subject,    acd 
that  among  the  opinions  entertaiiied  by 
the  Cabinet  there  were  some   ^Lectdedh 
hostile  to  the  introduction  of  a  Poor>law 
in  any  shape.     If  such  were  the  case,  he 
would  ask  whether -it  was  probable  that 
these  opinions  would  be  more  favoarabk 
in  an  ensuing  year  than  in  the  present* 
For  himself,  he  could  not  helieve   that 
this  change  would   be  effected    by   any 
other  means  than  by  the  coercion  of  pub- 
lic feeling,  and  it  was  for  this  reason  he 
thought  it  the  duty  of  that  House  to  gij^ 
an    unequivocal    expression  to    its   own 
sentiments  upon  the  subject.     He  knew 
that  it  would  be  urged  that   the   Com- 
missioners had  recommended  such  a  mul- 
tiplicity  of   measures,    that   they   could 
not  all  be  introduced  without  mature  de- 
liberation.    He  was  ready  to  admit  that 
several  of  the  suggestions  of  the  Report 
were,  to  a  certain  extent,  new  to  that 
House,  and  on  account  of  their  novelty, 
might  by  some  be  deemed  speculative,  but 
there  were  others  that  were  in  accordance 
with  the  views  of  every  individual  who  had 
sincerely  advocated  a  provision  for  the  poor 
in  Ireland.  Upon  the  question,  for  instance, 
that  a  well-regulated  system  of  volantarj 
emigration  should  be  provided  for  the  able- 
bodied  labourer  who  was  unable  to  procure 
employment  in   Ireland,    there  was    no 
difference  of  opinion  among  the  sapporteri 
of  the  Poor-law.     In  like  manner,  all  were 
agreed  that  provision  should  be  made  for 
the  helpless  and  infirm  poor.    Let  the 
Government  then  immediately  come  for- 
ward with  measures  calculated  to  give 
efiect  to  those  suggestions,  with  regard  to 
which  there  was  no  difference  of  opinion, 
and  refer  to  a  succeeding  Session  those  of 
a  more  questionable  character.    No  Bill 
that  could  be  introduced  could  be  brought 
into  practical  operation  for  a  period  of  from 
six  months  to  a-year  from  the  day  it  passed 
both  Houses  of  Parliament,  so  tnat  if 
another  Session  were  allowed  to  elapse, 
all  relief  to  the  poor  in  Ireland  would  ia 

fact  be  postponed  for  a  period  of  from 
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eighteen  months  to  two  yean;    It  vas  a 
mockery   to  hold  out  hopes  thut  indefi- 
nitely   poitponed.     If  this  question   were 
a   mattet  of  party  interest — if    upon    its 
settlement  the  popularity  of  an  adminis- 
tration    depended — no  difficulties   would 
have   appeared  of  such  magnitude  BB  to 
occasion   this  unnecessary    dela)r.      The 
benches  of  that  House  would  have  been 
crowded,  and  the  advocate  of  a  Poor-law 
would  not  have  had  to  contend  with  the 
apathy  with  which  the  proposal  had  that 
night  been  received.   He  was  not  disposed 
to  undervalue  the    political  rights    of  a 
nation,  but  he  conceived  that  questions 
relating  to  the  sustenance  and  the  comforts 
of  a  people  should  be  paramount,  even  to 
those    which    concerned    their     political 
interests.    It  might  be  said,  that  it  was 
too  late  in  the  Session  for  the  introduction 
of   a  measure  for  the  relief  of  the  poor 
during  the   present  year;  but  he  would 
observe,    that  the   Tithe   Bill,  the  most 
important  measure  of  the  Session,  had  not 
yet   been  produced ;  and  with  the  legal 
assistance  which  the  Government  could 
command,   it  was  impossible  that  there 
could  be  any  delay  in  framing  the  details 
of  such  a  measure,  if  ministers  were  sin- 
cerely desirous  for  its  adoption,    Let  them 
call  upon  his  hon.  Friend,  the  Attorney- 
General  for   Ireland,  whom  he   believed 
sincerely  anxious  for   such  a    measure  ; 
or  let  [hem  invite  the  able  and  eminent 
individual  who  had  been  concerned   in 
drawing  the  Report  of  the  Commissioners, 
to  frame  a  Bill  which  should  carry  into 
effect  any  principle  upon  which  Ministers 
were  agreed,  and  he  would  undertake  to 
say  that  within  one  fortnight  there  would 
be  a  Bill  upon  the  Table  of  the  House. 
There  were  three  measures  already  before 
the  House — his  own  Bill,  and  those  of  the 
hoD.  Members  for  Waterford  and  Stroud. 
He  was  not  disposed  to  say  which  de- 
served the  preference.    He  had  always  felt 
that  this  was  a  question  which  it  became 
the  bouoden  duty  of  the  Government  of 
the  country  to  carry  to  its  ultimate  set- 
tlement   He  would  not  now  enter  into 
any  argument  upon  the  general  question, 
whether  or   not    it   was    expedient   that 
legislative  measures  should  make  provision 
for  the  poor  in  Ireland.   The  question  had 
been  repeatedly  discussed  in  that  House, 
and  he  would  take  it  for  granted  that  the 
advocates  of  a  Poor-law  had  triumphed 
in  argument,  since  their  opponents  had  on 
no  one  occasion  met  the  proposition  by 


a  direct  negative,  but  had  always  resorted 
to  the  subterfuge  afforded  either  by  the 
previoas  question  or  the  appointment  of 
a  Committee  or  Commission.  He  would 
take  it  then  as  a  conceded  point,  that 
there  ought  to  be  a  provision  for  the 
poor  in  Ireland,  and  his  argument  that 
night  had  been  solely  directed  to  show 
that  the  Government  were  not  justified  in 
postponing  ils  introduction  to  another 
Session,  He  had  been  taunted  by  a 
Gentleman,  who  now  professed  himself  an 
advocate  for  this  measure,  with  exhibiting 
upon  this  subject  more  zeal  than  discre- 
tion. If  he  were  zealous,  it  was  no  new 
zeal,  for  during  the  last  sir  or  seven  years 
he  had  laboured  to  awaken  the  attention 
of  the  country  and  of  that  House  to  a  sense 
of  the  deplorable  condition  of  the  poor  in 
Ireland  ;  and  if  that  Gentleman  were  pre- 
sent, he  would  tell  him,  that  if  he  bad 
taken  a  different  tone  upon  this  subject, 
there  would  at  that  moment  have  been  a 
Bill  before  the  House.  Ha  knew  not  what 
part  other  Members  might  feel  it  thetr 
duly  to  take,  but  for  himself  he  would  not 
shrink  from  avowing  it  as  his  opinion,  that 
if  Government  allowed  this  Session  to 
pass  away  without  taking  initiatory  steps 
for  the  introduction  into  Ireland  of  a  legal- 
ised provision  for  the  poor,  they  would 
be  wanting  in  a  duty  which  they  owed, 
not  only  to  the  people  of  Ireland,  hot  to 
the  well  being  of  the  empire  intrusted  to 
their  care.  He  begged  leave  cordially  to 
second  the  motion  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Stroud. 

Viscount  Morpeth  said,  that  in  the 
absence  of  his  noble  Friend,  the  Secretary 
for  the  Home  Department,  he  felt  that 
it  would  be  unbecoming,  and  even  unne* 
cessary  for  him  to  detain  the  House  with 
more  than  a  few  words  in  answer  to  the 
resolution  which  had  been  proposed,  and 
these  few  words  should  be  applied  rather 

the  subject  of  the  motion  than  to  the 
terms  in  which  it  had  been  introduced. 
This  much,  however,  he  must  be  allowed 
ly,  that  some  of  the  strictures  which 
hadbeenmadeupontheconduct  of  the  Go- 
vernment did  not  appear  to  be  prompted 
by  a  candid  and  conciliatory  spint.  After 
ateting  several  facts,  the  last  resolution  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Stroud  was  to  this 
effect: — "That  it  is  the  opinion  of  this 
House  that  no  time  should  be  lost  in  re- 
lieving  so  large  a  portion  of  his  Majesty's 
subjects  from  their  present  calamitous 
condition."    Now  who  was  to  define  the 
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BMciat  QMMipg  of  Ike  tipiMikNi  tlitll 

''  MO  time  it  to  b«  loel  V*  Or  wbM  ie«ei«l 
BilU  wtra  before  tba  Houmou  tbe  tobJ6€t» 
wbicb  of  the  Tiewt  conUioed  id  thoiii 
would  tbe  boD*  Member  ba?e  Ibe  Hoeie 
to  senctioD  f  He  did  not  mean  to  deny 
that  these  BilU  oontained  iome  fiiffgM- 
tioDf  which  it  woold  be  advisable  to  adopt ; 
but  lookiDg  at  the  whole  of  them,  he  was  not 
prepared  to  say  that  be  was  willing  to  assent 
to  any  one  of  tnem  becoming  the  law  of  tbe 
land.  He  was  most  williop^  to  admit,  thai  the 
hideous  nature  of  the  evils  which  prevailed 
amongst  tbe  poor  classes  in  Ireland  called 
earnestly  for  redress.  He  thought  no  duty 
more  urgent  on  the  Government  and  the 
Parliament  than  tode  vise  a  remedy  for  them ; 
but  he  could  not  conceal  from  himself,  at 
tlie  same  time,  that  the  mode  in  which  that 
duty  was  to  be  discharged,  and  that 
remedy  concocted  and  iotroducedi  was  a 
most  difficult  and  delicate  question ;  and 
in  the  event  of  any  mistaken  views  being 
adopted,  or  evil  steps  taken  in  its  settle* 
ment,  a  most  hasardous  and  dangerous  one. 
He  bad  only  further  on  this  occasion  to 
ssy^  tbst  his  Majesty's  Government  were 
not  leaviny^  this  question  at  rest.  They 
not  only  did  not  forego  its  consideration, 
but  they  were  now  engaged  in  determin- 
ing the  proper  and  necessary  steps  to  be 
taken  for  its  adjustment;  and  at  the  first 
moment  when  they  were  in  a  condition  to 
propose  such  a  general  measure  as  they 
could  recommend  to  the  adoption  of  Par- 
liament on  their  own  responsibility,  that 
moment  they  would  do  so,  without  subter- 
fuf[e  or  delay.  Therefore,  on  a  subject  of 
this  great  importance  and  complexity, 
upon  which  so  many  novel  considerations 
were  brought  under  the  attention  of  Go»^ 
vernment  by  the  Report  of  the  Commis-' 
sionersy  he  could  not  give  any  pledge  that 
a  measure  would  be  immediately  brought 
forwsrd  to  meet  the  great  ends  which  they 
had  in  view  ;  but  assuring  the  House  that 
there  would  be  as  little  delay,  in  intro- 
ducing such  a  measure,  as  circumstances 
would  admit,  he  must  refuse  his  assent  to 
the  motion  of  tbe  hon.  Member  fqr  Stroud, 
and  call  on  the  House  to  go  on  with  tbe 
other  Orders  of  the  Day. 

Mr.  William  Roche  was  of  opinion, 
that  after  the  announcement  wbicn  they 
had  just  heard  from  the  noble  Lord,  the 
Secretary  for  Ireland,  this  motion  ought 
not  to  be  pressed  to  a  division. 

Mr.  y.  Oratlan  regretted  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  county  of  Limerick  (Mr* 
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tkm  have 
wards  the 
bad  conferred 
and  be  hoped 
He  expected 
would  iatrod 
introduced  el 
the  aged,  infimm 

Mr.  Sharm^ 
be  heard  with 
measure  was  to 
Session  for  the  »u 
At  least  he  und 
noble  Lord,  the 
mean  that  he  could 
such  a   measure      ww 
within  the  period 
was  universally  ad 
of  the  Irish  poor  pi 
of  theirs,  and  that 
were  not,  in  theslig^bte^a  degr^^ 
ible  for  their  condition*     The  a 
destitution  of  the    Irish    pocr^ 
more  appalling  than  er^r,  and  in 
state  of  things  bad  been  broagb: 
several  causes.    Firstt    tb^^^^'>  ' 
40i,  freeholders,  in  order  to  crei 
holders ;  next,  by  enlar^g^iog  htms 
purpose  of  emolument,  which  «-< 
larged  were    applied   to    pastore; 
lastly»  the  expulsion  of  ib^rr  (eoic 
the  landlords,  which  was  resorted 
the  purpose  of  punishment,  on  bccc^ 
their  voting  in  an  independent  mi 
He  regretted  exceedingly  that  the 
and  learned  Member  for  DuhliQ  s^ 
then    present.      He    understood  >' 
the  speeches  of  tbe  honr    aoi)  ^^■ 
Gentleman  during  the  recess,  that 
would  support  a  messure  for  Poor-li«>' 
Ireland,  the  necesiily  of  which  vas*^ 
mitted  bv  him.     8ince  thst  period  - 
hon.  and  learned  Oentlenao  W  ^' 
come   forward   to  express  bis  %p^^'* 
or  disapproval  of  such  a  measure.  ^' 
(Mr.    O'Connell's)   opioioo   bsd  J''*^^ 
been  considered  of  great  night  wiib  ^ 
people  of  Ireland,  and  if  he  vetBrnh^^^ 
able  to  the  passing  of  lucb  a  Billt  ^^ 
declaration  to  that  iS^ci  would  hi  rt- 
oeived  with  the  greatest  def«reoco  t^l 
respect  by  the  people  of  that  conntrt; 
whilst  if  be  were  (as  be  bad  lUled  hiBff^ 
to  be)  convinced  of  the  neceflsitv  of  s0^ 
legislative  proceeding  on  this  laojectt  tl^t 
promulgation  of  such  so  opinion  woiiU  i>^ 
attended  with   the  gre«t«it  ad?8otagN. 
Never  was  there  a  (|u«8tiuo  rehtiof  t^ 
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^   /^im  wfaioh  tliepe  wet  wuA  «n  iraft- 

opioimi  as  to  iU  neoestity.    In 

Dublin  a  palition  was  agreed 

.rsoQs  of  all  parties,  whieh  he  re- 

^^^nlo  aay  bad  not  yet  arrived.    When 

■  J  ^  8iQ|#ort  of  the  Conmittee  had  disclosed 

'^^t^  that  some  of  the  people  had 
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perished  from  starvation,  whilst 

""  ^fi^sl  w«re  enabled  merely  to  prolong  a 
tiffed  existence^  he  thought  the  Oo- 

'  ^  amctt^nt  were  bound  not  to  allow  another 
'  =a«9iiiin  to  pass,  without  taking  some  pre* 
-   '^t^ak^iry  step  towards  alleviating  the  mise- 

*' ^kt^  the  pQQr  pf  Ireland.    When  he  had 

-  .«Ia^k/ear  brought  before  the  House  the 
:cC£)iflp^.8ses  of  the  starving  peasantry  of 
..i  J  jasr?*   *"^  ^''  Majesty's  Government  re- 

:  J  i^ajK^  ^®  S*^®  *^*^  relier  which  he  pleaded 
^  c^iin^iLo  behalf  of  those  unfortunate  people, 
1^^]^  '  tnderstood  them  at  that  time  to  say, 

"  1  i^a  ^  measure  for  the  relief  of  the  poor 
-"'atk'  ^^  brought  forward  this  Session. 
>*J^  '  ^^^  ^^^  modiBed  Coercion  Act  of 

,.    >?^  Session  was  introduced,  he  opposed 

^,  Mt  Bill  00  the  grounds  that  pains  and 
'"^j'Vialtiee  should  not  be  enacted  aeainst 
-^^^^B  Deople  of  Ireland ;  that  they  should 
im  w^^  \jg  deprived  of  the  just  privileges  of 
-.^  *%enaen,  so  long  as  they  were  debarred  of 
^'^'v^ose  rights  which  Englishmen  possessed 
^^^^  having  claims  by  law  for  employment  or 

^i^'^/upport  from  the  land  on  which  their  profit- 
^^.usi  tfXbiQ  indnstry  was  applied  for  the  benefit 

M  n^f  others.  It  was  not  fit  that  such  an  Act 
piic^ghould  remain  on  the  Statute-book,  whilst 
m  /s^such  injustice  was  perpetrated,  and  he  gave 
Y^f -notice  that  in  case  some  legal  system  of 
'^^^  relief  was  not  provided  this  Session,  he 
/<p  0  would  before  its  termination  move  for  the 
» ix'  repeal  of  the  Act  he  had  alluded  to.  The 
u  ^  hon.  Member  read  an  extract  from  evidence 
:i.?^'^  recorded  by  the  Commissioners  of  Poor 

ii^    Inquiry,  relating    to  a  case  which    had 

i  if     occurred  in  Dundalk»  where  a  large  number 

1;^     of  persons    expelled  by  a  neighbouring 

^^     landlord  took  refuge  in  the  town,  in  utter 

0     destitution.    The  landlord  was  applied  to 

.'<      for  a  subscription  in  aid  of  their  relief, 

^       which  he  positively  refused,  saying,  it  was 

^-      a  matter  of  indifieience  to  him  what  became 

/        of  his  tenantry  after  being  ejected  from 

i       bis  estate.    He  referred  to  this  document 

<       to  show  the  absolute  necessity  of  a  com- 

'        pulsory  enactment,  which  would  render  the 

landed    proprietors   responsible    for    the 

poverty  they  created.    He  then  referred 

to  resolutions  agreed  to  at  Castlebar»  in 

the  county  of  Mayo,  and  read  extracts 

which  showed  the  state  of  the  peasantry  in 


that  eiHiQty,  and  the  iiece«eiiy  for  ttt 
immediate  attention  to  their  condition* 
There  was  no  questioD  which  came  under 
the  consideration  of  Parliament  of  such 
pressing  importance  as  this.  Compared 
with  it,  the  tithe  question  was  altogether 
an  insignificant  one.  That  Bill  was  for 
the  protection  of  the  clergy,  while  the 
poor  were  left  to  destitution  and  misery* 
Parliament  was  bound  in  the  first  instance, 
and  before  all  other  consideratioos,  to  look 
to  the  physical  condition  of  the  people  of 
Ireland,  and  to  preserve  them  from  starva- 
tion. 

Sir  Robert  BnUson  had  hoped  that  a 
question  relative  to  the  distress  of  the  Irish 
poor  would  have  been  temperately  dis- 
cussed on  either  side  of  the  House,  and 
free  from  party  allusions,  He  must  say, 
that  the  hon.  Member  for  Dundalk  bad, 
in  the  observations  he  had  made  upon 
them,  done  no  less  than  libel  the  landlords 
of  Ireland,  in  attributing  to  them  the  whole* 
sale  expulsion  complained  of,  and  he  would 
content  himself  with  giving  that  part  of 
the  hon.  Gentleman's  speech  his  decided 
contradiction.  Jn  the  name  of  the  land* 
lords  of  Ireland  he  denied  such  a  statement 
could  be  maintained.  Without  wishing  to 
give  the  slightest  offence  to  the  hon. 
Member  for  Stroud,  he  would  tell  him  he 
did  not  quite  understand  the  case  of  the 
Irish  people.  There  was  not  a  parish  In 
Ireland  without  a  dispensary  or  an  hospital 
for  the  sick  poor ;  and  as  to  emigration, 
he  was  sorry  to  say,  that  instead  of  ridding 
the  country  of  the  idle  and  poor,  it  had  in 
too  many  instances  deprived  it  of  a  most 
useful  class  of  persons.  He  thought  H 
better  not  to  press  this  question  at  present, 
but  to  wait  until  another  Sessioa  should 
produce  some  well-digested  measure  upon 
the  subject.  He  trusted  Qovernment  would 
give  ittheir  undivided  attention,  and  begged 
it  to  be  understood  that  the  feelings  of 
Gentlemen  on  his  side  of  the  House  were 
as  acute  with  regard  to  the  sufferings  of 
their  fellow-countrymen  as  those  upon  the 
opposite  benches. 

Mr.  PouUtt  Scrope  said,  that  after  what 
had  fallen  from  the  noble  Secretary  for 
Ireland,  be  should  not  think  it  necessary 
to  divide  the  House.  He  still  thought, 
however,  that  there  was  considerable 
ambiguity  as  to  the  intentions  of  the 
Qovernment. 

Lord  John  Russell  was  understood  to 
say,  that  the  hon.  Member  for  Stroud  had 
interpreted  his  noble  Friend's  answer  to 
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bim  contctlyy  to  the  sappositioo  which  he 
bad  iDtde  that  no  meafore  would  be  totit^ 
doced,  daring  the  pretent  Session,  on  this 
subject.  By  that  declarattoo,  bowerer. 
be  did  not  with  it  to  be  understood  that 
the  Goverament  was  precluded  from  in- 
troducinff  some  initiatory  measure  on  the 
subject,  if  the  result  of  the  inquiries  which 
they  were  now  engaged  in  making,  from 
persons  perfectly  competent  to  supply  them 
with  the  requisite  information,  prov^  that 
luch  a  course  was  advisable. 
Motion  withdrawn. 


PooiuRatb  Bill.!  Mr.  Poulett  Scrope 
moved  the  Second  Reading  of  the  Poor* 
Rate  Bill. 

Lord  George  Somerset  would  not  then 
oppose  the  Bill^  but  would  propose  an 
alteration  in  Committee. 

Mr.  Crippt  thouffht  the  partial  manner 
in  which  pi^erty  ^  now  Z^,  reqaired 
to  be  remedied^  and  he  should  support  the 
Bill. 

Mr.  Rigfrtf  Wason  was  afraid,  if  the  Bill 
were  to  pass,  it  would  gtre  rise  to  much 
dissatisfaction,  particularly  on  account  of 
the  expense  of  a  new  valuation. 

Mr.  GUbert  Heathcoie  hoped  the  House 
would  cause  the  Bill  to  be  extensively 
circulated  before  passing  it. 

Mr.  Walcley  opposed  the  motion.  The 
sole  object  of  the  Bill  was  to  place  the 
rating  of  the  country  under  the  control  of 
the  Poor.Law  Commissioners  at  Somerset 
House  (who  evidently  were  the  origi- 
nators of  it],  instead  of  that  of  the  rate- 
payers themselves.  Had  there  been  any 
petitions  for  such  a  measure,  he  would 
nave  most  willingly  entertained  it,  but  as 
the  voice  of  the  people  was  not  raised  in  its 
favour,  he  felt  called  upon  to  resist  it. 
The  hon.  Member  concluded  by  moving, 
that  the  Bill  be  read  a  second  time  that 
day  six  months. 

Mr.  Baines  thought,  that  the  hon. 
Member  who  attributed  the  measure  to  the 
Poor-Law  Commissioners,  ought  to  have 
ascertained  whether  those  Poor-Law  Com- 
missioners were  in  existence  when  the  pre- 
sent measure  was  first  introduced.  It 
so  happened  they  were  not.  In  his  opinioD 
there  would  be  great  advantage  in  an 
equalization  of  the  rates;  it  would  give 
greater  precision  to  the  Returns  periodi- 
cally required  upon  the  subject  of  rating, 
and  also  enable  Parliament  to  legislate 
upon  the  subject  with  far  greater  correct- 
ness than  hitherto. 

Captain  Peckdl  approved  of  the  Bill; 
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of  pover   t:o  cKv 
suKi     ^WFoulci      t-bc  I 
oppostn^  it^ 

Air.   H^akl^y  \k',\ 
ot,  if  th- 

anoeoessarTr. 

Air.  l\ml^/  Scr*i 
9l\a^fiGd  to  g€>  into  C 
wUUng  there  to€Xfn:^\ 
suggestion- 

The    Mouse     diriii 
motion; — Ayes    41: 
in  £tFoar  of  the  Bill  '2\ 


Aglioobj,  H.  A. 

Barnaztl,  E.  G. 

Blackbome,  L 

Bowring,  Vr, 

BrotbertoD,  J. 

Backingfaam,  J.  S. 

Chichester,  J.  P.  BL 

Chichester,  A. 

Crippsy  J. 

Duncombe,  Thomas 

Eotwisle,  J. 

Gully,  J. 

Hall,B. 

KnatchbuII,  Sir  £. 

Knight,  H.  G. 

Lennox,  Lord  Geoi^    WUbr^ha 


TAe  Ay 

O 

Pi 

Pei 

Pen 

Pi'LM 

Pott 

Pouli 

Prywi 

Schoh] 

Stanle 

Stuurty 

Tbompi 

Tulk,  C 

Vere,  Sii 

'W^arbarti 


M'Leod,  R. 
Mangles,  J. 
Marsland,  H. 
Maule,  Hon.  Fox 
Morpeth,  Viscount 
Musgrave,  Sir  R, 


Bewes,  T. 
Crawford,  W.  S. 
Fielden,  J. 
Hector,  C.  J. 
Hindley,  C. 
Lister,  £.  C. 
Roche,  D. 
Raodle,  Ji 


^yodehoui 
Wood,  M: 
Wyse,  T, 

TFin 
Scrope,  Poui 
Baines,  Edw, 

Tie  N0R8. 

Sheldon,  E.  R. 
Tooke,  \V. 
Vivian,  J.  Z 
Waiter, ,/. 
Ward,  H.  G. 

TELLERS. 

Wmob,  Rigbv 
Wakley,  Thomas 


Public  Whkb.]  Mr,  Buckinab 
raored,  that  the  Public  Wka'  bHi  h 
read  a  second  time,  and  was  proceeding  1 1 
answer  some  ob/ectioos  that  had  heen  mmh 
in  a  oreFious  stage.  He  thought  it  wo61 
guard  against  all  danger  of  nudpracticef, 
under  tJw  power  proposed  to  hegireo  b\ 
this  Bill,  if  it  were  prorided,  tiiit  tkeri 
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requisition  for  the  Mayor  to 

^  \  he  should  thereupon  be  em- 

^mmon  one  for  the  purposes 

^ .    *ihe  Bill.     He  proposed  that  a 

.thirty  should  be  necessarjr  to 

^   **to  any  resolution  they  might 

^  *Hhat  such  meeting  should  have 

^vy  a  rate  in  furtherance  of  such 

*'*»  exceeding  6d,  in  the  pound  on 

»1d  property  in  the  town. 

;  said»  he  felt  it  his  duty  to 

^_  ~.nse  of  the  House  on  this  measure. 

/^*9r    *ired  to   him   that  a  Bill   which 

^  ^^  fferjat  a  compulsory  assessment  of  6d. 

'ifs^tuad  should  be  levied  on  all  the 

'^  '^  sfai  ^fefe  iTs  in  a  town  in  which  fifty  only 

'"^^  u     &«  rate-payers  were  favourable  to  the 

M»'^i  view^  ought  to  receive  more  con- 

^^^BBB"  ttWu>n  and  greater  attention  before  it 

.  ^'z?a/  i  the  sanction  of  that  House.     He 

^:ir  td.    that  the  regulations  under  the 

^P^£i  -re  to  be  superintended  by  the  master 

Be  iT*^*     ceremonies  in  the  different  towns ; 

,ci  /*^*  B  measure  provided  that  the  inhabit- 

,/  ^^^^   hould  be  divided  into  different  classes^ 

^Ip^^';,  vere  to  be  expected  to  abstain  from 

^^d^n  '^♦ating  language,  and  to  indulge  only 

C^'dia^i     eir  potations.     In  fact  nothing  could 

^waJ!       'Ore  ridiculous  or  absurd  than  the  pro- 

^-^rak,!^  A  regulations;  and  he,>forone>  could  not 

"■^jkI      ient  to  trifle  with  legislation  on  such  a 

J>'^'         ject.     He  would,  therefore,  move  as  an 

^  jendment,  that  the  Bill  be  read  a  second 

':^,i-i   \q  that  day  six  months. 

'^^-      ^T.  GaUtf  Kni^lU :   Having  been  much 

^^  ^foreign  countries,  having  l^en  struck  as 

^  faon.  Member  for  Sheffield,  with  the 

i^vantages  derived  by  those  countries  from 

neir    public    walks,    and    being    equally 

jg<e8irous  that  my  own  country  should  pos- 

Jeoess  the  same  advantages,  I  take  pleasure 

4^  ^  in  giving  my  cordial  support  to  this  motion. 

,.  I  have  seen  how  ^reat  a  source  of  health 

^^and  recreation  public  walks  are  to  the 

[«!  people  of  other  countries,  and  I  earnestly 

yf2,  desire  that  the  same  advantages  should  be 

y^iil  possessed  by  the  people  of  England.    But, 

£    Sir,  whilst,  equally  with  the  hon.  Member 

^m\    for  Shield,  I  desure  the  advantage  for  the 

^^^^     sake  of  the  lower  orders,  I  do  not  stop  there ; 

I  desire  it  equally  for  the  sake  of  all  classes 

of  the  inhabitants  of  our  provincial  towns, 

not  only  because  it  will  be  a  source  of 

heahh  and  pleasure  to  all,  but  because  I 

desire  that  the  different  classes   should 

hftf  e  as  many  points  of  union  as  possible ; 

ibr  the  more  they  see  of  each  other*  the 

more  they  will  be  united.     Sir,  I  am  con- 

Finced  that  when  the  operatives  of  this 
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metropolis,  Released  from  their  daily  toil 
by  the  blessed  institution  of  the  Sabbath 
(for  it  is  a  blessed  institution)  catch  a  sight 
in  our  parks  of  that  aristocracy  which  they 
will  never  be  taught,  because  they  will 
nev^  have  reason,  to  hate,  I  am  convinced 
that  it  gives  them  a  pleasure  the  more^ 
and  I  know  from  experience  that  those  who 
are  more  favoured  by  fortune  derive  an 
heartfelt  satisfaction  from  the  sight  of  the 
happy  faces  of  their  more  humble  brethren* 
when  taking  advantage  of  the  holyday 
which  is  provided  for  them  by  our  great 
example,  they  wander  abroad  and  at  large, 
and  inhale  health  and  enjoyment  at  every 
breath.  On  those  occasions  all  classes 
rejoice  together,  and  I  am  convinced  that 
on  those  occasions  as  devout  aspirations  of 
thankfulness  and  gratitude  rise  from  the 
heart  of  man  to  the  Throne  of  God,  as  in 
the  holiest  places  at  the  holiest  times.  Sir, 
it  is  to  provide  more  frequent  opportunities 
for  such  re-unions,  and  such  aspirations, 
that  I  desire  public  walks  $  and,  oir,  there 
is  another  way  in  which  I  think  they  would 
be  conducive  to  the  improvement  of  the 
health  and  morals  of  the  people.  I  think 
they  would  assist  in  detaching  the  lower 
orders  from  that  besetting  failing  irom 
which  the  lower  orders  in  other  countries 
are  comparatively  free,  principally,  I  verily 
believe,  because  they  have  been  long  ia 
possession  of  public  walks,  and  other  means 
of  innocent  recreation.  Sir,  if  we  could 
do  anything  to  detach  the  people  of  Eng- 
land from  the  failing  of  inebriety  we  should 
be  doing  them  more  good  than  by  the 
repeal  of  any  tax ;  and  here.  Sir,  I  cannot 
help  remarking  how  much  credit  the  hon. 
Member  for  Sheffield  deserves  for  his 
steady  and  strenuous  promotion  of  Temper- 
ance Societies,  which,  in  these  respects, 
have  proved  so  efficacious.  Sir,  if  we  could 
detach  the  operative  classes  of  this  country 
from  the  besetting  failing  to  which  I  have 
alluded,  we  should  be  most  instrumental 
to  their  health  and  happiness,  and  enable 
them  to  eat  the  bread  of  independence  in 
their  latter  years.  For  I  am  happy  to  say, 
the  operatives  of  this  country  are  now  in 
the  receipt  of  such  good  wages,  that  could 
they  only  acquire  regular  habits,  it  would 
be  in  every  man's  power  to  provide  himself 
with  a  nest  egg  in  the  saving's  bank.  As 
one  cure  of  inebriety  I  recommend  the 
adoption  of  this  measure.  To  gln-palaoes 
I  would  oppose  public  walks.  Sir,  the 
arguments  I  have  used  in  favour  of  thi> 
measure  equally  apply  to  the  second  Bill, 
which  is  about  to  be  brought  forward  b\ 
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!&•  hm.  Mftmbar  Ibr  SMUUL  Pttblie 
Ubrariet  and  •cMottic  inttitutioBS  an  no 
lets  deainble  id  our  prorincial  UHrns  than 
public  walks ;  for,  Sir^  in  thass  days,  when 
■nea's  minds  are  on  the  stir,  the  more 
opportunities  we  afford  them  of  intellestual 
oocnpation  and  intellectual  improveroeut, 
the  more  shall  we  contribute  to  the  benefit 
and  hsppiDcss  of  all. 

Mr.  Hughes  Hughes  was  not  opposed  to 
the  Bill ;  but  he  was  opposed  to  proceeding 
in  so  thin  a  House,  with  any  measure^ 
one  of  the  provisions  of  whidi  went  to  im« 
pose  a  tax  upon  the  people. 

House  counted  out. 


HOUSE   OF    LORDS, 

Thursday,    May   5,    1836. 

Ilfxuvsfl.]  Pttitkiia  pWMated.  By  aoiveml  Noiii,s  Lomoa, 
ftom  various  Plaoes,  for  tbe  Better  Obaervanoe  of  the 
9^btalth^—Bf  Lord  DnrMAir,  from  Henford,  agalnat  the 
PaaMmimt  oC  Duth  Ibr  my  Crim*  but  lfiudcr.^By 
JLoi4  HouLAKOf  (hrni  Boitoa,  in  fiivoar  of  the  Muniiaiwl 
Carporatkns' (Ireland)  Bill}  and  from  Bradford,  for  the 
AholitioD  of  the  Duty  on  JfewipapenL 

HOUSE   OF   COMMONS, 
Thursday,  May  5,  1836. 

HimrRs.!  PetHiaiis  presented.  By  Mr.  Kfxp  and  Oenenl 
pAUf  Ml,  from  Bath  and  Relhigley,  tbt  the  Repeal  of  the 
Doty  CO  KewipapecBi~By  Mr.  tliuow,  tnm  the  WaaTsis 
of  Audrie,  BatKnte>  and  Tonyhuro*  ftva  Rcculatumof 
their  Wages. — By  Colonel  Yxukcr,  from  Portadown,  for 
the  Better  Obaervanoe  of  the  Sabbat — By  Lord  Cbaillzu 
RmMU..  fiwm  AmpthBl.  Sir  MiSfatioB  of  the  CMmind 
Laws. — ^By  Sir  Chablks  Blunt,  from  Lewes,  that  the 
Vote  by  Ballot  may  be  used  in  aU  future  Elections. — By 
the  Lord  Ajditocats,  from  Invemesi  ihire,  fbr  the  Repeal 
ofthaDuty  on  Attoraesw*  CsrtlSoataBi  and  from  Edlnbiirsh, 
Ibr  the  Repeal  of  the  Duty  on  Sales  by  Auotioo,  Insuimaees» 
Legacies,  Receipt  Stamps;  and  from  the  Company  of 
Merchanti^  Edinburgh,  fbr  a  Repeal  of  the  Duty  on 
riro  laauiaaeest  and  from  Leak,  for  the  Abolition  of 
Corporal  Punishmeot;  and  from  Leith,  in  fkvour  of 
Spirit  Lioenoe^  (Scotland)  Bill;  from  Ballindaloch,  against 
Salmon  Fisheries*  (Sootland)  BilL— By  several  How. 
Mmocm,  from  various  naeai,  fbr  the  Better  Obsctvanee 
of  the  Sabbath^^By  Aldennan  THOMPaoN,  from  Sunder- 
land, against  the  Bishoprie  of  Durham  Bill. 

Mabinb  Insdranos.]  Mr.  Robinsou  had 
four  PetitioDs  to  present  for  the  reduction 
of  the  Stamp  Duties  on  Marine  Insurances, 
from  Beaumaris,  Bangor^  Carnarvoa,  and 
the  fourth  was  most  respectably  Btfi:ned  by 
goo  merchants,  underwriters,  and  insur- 
ance-brokers of  London.  These  were  Pe- 
titions deserving  attention,  particularly  the 
last,  which  was  one  of  great  importance, 
coming  as  it  did  from  such  an  influential 
body,  and  he  would  therefore  hare  to 
trouble  the  House  with  a  very  few  facts, 
to  show  that,  in  the  proposed  alteration  of 
the  Stamp  Duties,  the  right  hou.  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Excheouer  could  not,  injust- 
ice refuse  to  comply  with  the  prayer  of 
the  petitioners.     The  whole  ^  ^ 


dueed  die  MmpvaHfiel j  snsaB  twawnt  u 
900.000^,  oonsideriog  the  iw^gwitude 
the  tnmsactioiis  over  which  th*  sUsp^ 
were  spread*  and  their  ii^uf  igiis  ooiisr. 
quenoes  to  the  trade  and  oosaaseiee  of  t^: 
country.  Such  was  the  bunkii  wku*i 
this  dncriptioo  of  tax  was  eomdfved,  iL^i 
upwards  of  twenty  petitions  bad  been  pre- 
sented from  the  most  influential  naerrhaLnu 
traders,  and  shipowners  of  the  priBcipu. 
commercial  towns  in  England  for  its  re- 
peal, and  he  (Mr.  Hobinsoo)  had  an  aea:;- 
anoe  from  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exoheqwr 
that  it  was  under  consideimtion.  In  thr 
year  18212,  when  the  importa  ead  expyrt^ 
of  this  kingdom  did  not  exceed  88,0OOa>>  >  > 
the  Stamp  Duties  produced  300,000/. ;  bt. 
in  the  year  1833,  when  the  importi  aic 
exports  hadincre«»ed  to  12O,00O»00Oi  u. 
when.  In  the  same  ratio,  the  duliei  v; 
stamps  should  have  produced  at  ks?: 
400,000/.,  they  had  fallen  off  to  20O,0u  . 
This  simple  net  alone  he  coosid«Eed  as  i 
suffideni  proof  of  the  impolicv  of  the  tai ; 
and  he  (Mr.  Robinson)  had  alwaya  undc> 
stood,  on  the  true  prineiplea  of  fiasnoe, 
that  a  better  test  oif  the  inapoUcy  of  > 
tax  could  not  be  adduced*  than  tfaafc  whid 
he  bad  now  ventured  to  allude  tm  The 
reason  was  thi%  that  British  subiecta  hii 
to  send  their  insurances  abroad^  wbeif 
they  could  be  effected  with  eoual  security 
and  less  expense  than  in  tnis  ceaatrv. 
There  was  another  reason-* 

The  Speaker  begged  to  call  the  atlentim 
of  the  hon.  Member  to  the  rule  tiiat  kni 
been  laid  down  for  facilitating  the  public 
business— that  of  hon.  Members  Qoatiniof 
themselves  to  the  prayer  ofpetitioDs,  witC 
out  reasoning  on  them.  The  proper  time 
for  80  doing  would  be  when  the  sul^}ect  wai 
before  the  House,  but  at  present  the  has. 
Member  was  taking  too  gratt  a  latitude  ii 
his  observations. 

Mr.  Robinson  would  adopt  the  sagger 
tion  of  the  Chair,  and  would  only  trespsa 
on  the  attention  of  the  House  fiw  a  fov 
moments  longu*.    He  was  desirous  of  stat* 
ing  the  reasons  for  the  decresse  in  this  par- 
ticular duty,  and  that  was,  that  foreSgeers^ 
who  otlierwise  were  disposed  to  insere  their 
property  in  this  country,  were  prevented 
irom  doing  so  by  the  facilities  aflforded  ftir 
that  purpose  abroad,  added  to  the  dis)«ke 
they  had  to  contribute  to  the  increase  of 
our  revenue.     In  conclusion,  he  would  aav, 
that  many  refused  to  cover  their  property 
to  the  full  extent  of  the  risk,  in  guq- 
sequence  of  the  high  rate  of  marine  insur- 
ance.  With  these  facts  beforo  the  country, 
he  hoped  the  right  hon.  tlii^  rhanceliof  of 


Q^iAtittltrry 
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fhehndj  m. 


eu 


>  lExcheqner  wouM  take  Ae  esse  into 
consideration^  aod  remoTe  the  burden 
npiained  of,  which  was  trifling  in 
lount  compared  with  the  benefit  it  would 
ifer  on  the  oommeicial  and  tradiag  in- 
rests. 

Xlio  Pietitions  were  laid  on  the  Table. 
House  counted  out. 


HOUSE   OF   LORDS, 
Friday,  May  6,  1836. 

iNvruLl    BiUft.    Rcvl  a  flnt  tinM:— IniQlTent  DobCon* 

(IreUmd) ;  InstnoMOt  «f  Sasioe  (Scotland). 

(titions  presented.    By  the  Bishop  of  Loxooir  and  leveml 

NoBUi  LOAB0,  fbr  MMmrct  for  the  Better  Otacnraatee  of 

Uie  SSbtetlk^— By  I/n4  Hatbsiiioic.  ftom  Toabcidg^ 

WeUs,  WeUinglbonm^,  and  Tunbridge.  for  the  Repeal  of 

the   Duty  on   Newspapers.^-By  Lord  HATHaBTOw  and 

aev«al«illMr  NoaiiS  LMua,  Ambi  varioua  Maees*  Wfaiitft 

the  PiaMial«Miit  of  Death  ftrasyCriBMlMii  Murder.— By 

the  Earl  of  Warvhcx,  flnom  Warwidc.  for  the  Alteration 

of  the  EcdeeiastiealCotfrtir  ConaoKdlitkm  BiH  as  rdatet  to 

tlM  taacmn  Qtm%  aT  Piobalei  of  W91k— By  IheDuto  of 

Ci,aT«t.AiiD^  ftova  vavkaia  Placce,  ia  fliwwrof  tbtMv* 

nicipal  Corporatiooa*  BiU  (Irelaiyi). 

CoN&TABVLAmT       (IrELAND)     B1I.L.3 

V^iacottot  Dumcammom  moved  tlie  Order  of 
khe  Day  for  Teceiving  the  Report  of  the 
Conatabobry  (Ireland)  Bill. 

Rttpofft  hutMight  up  and  read— several 
amendmentt  agreed  to* 

The  Dttke  of  Leinsitr  proposed  the  in- 
aertion  of  a  ehune  euch  aa  was  introduced 
into  all  former  Bills^  referring  to  secret  «a. 
cieticfiy  that  Freemasons  he  exempted  from 
taking  the  oalh  that  thejr  do  not  belong  to 
any  secret  society. 

The  Earl  of  JVimkiUm  said,  that  he 
Qoold  not  see  wfay»  if  secret  soctetiea  ware 
to  be  olijeetcd  to  atall»  freemasons  should 
be  exempted  from  that  objection. 

Viscount  Meiheurme  rclerred  to  an  Act 
of  17949  snd  was  uikderstood  to  say  that 
the  Freemasons*  lodges  were  genemlly  con- 
sidered not  to  be  political  societies. 

The  Em\  of  Rodem  said,  that  although 
the  Fiaematons'  lodges  were  not  political 
societies  st  present,  they  might,  at  any 
fatare  period,  become  so,  and  prove  a 
verj^  dsQgerotta  body,  over  which  tlie  Go* 
vernmeat  would  have  no  control.  Hr 
thoDgbt,  therefore,  that  there  would  be 
great  dsB{{er  in  admitting  the  proposition 
of  the  Doble  Duke. 

The  Duke  of  Rickmo$Ml  would  support 
Uie  amendment  unless,  very  strong  proof 
>iere  biouuht  of  the  likelihood  of  Free* 
KunoQ»'  lodges  being  turned  to  political 
pttvposM. 

1\^  Earl  of  Radnor  said,  there  was  oue 
grsusdapoA  whiih  be  iboiight  it  would 
U  hsr4  to  prevent  a  Fri-emason  from  being 


admitted  into  the  ^latabulary  body^^* 
namdy,  that,  if  he  was  rightly  iafbrmed, 
a  man  who  had  once  beccune  a  freemason^ 
could  never  by  any  poc^sibiUty,  withdraw 
himself  from  that  body,  wbefreaa  with 
Orange  lodges,  and  other  secret  societieflk, 
this  was  not  the  case. 

The  Earl  of  Haddington  thought  the 
con$»tabuUry  force  of  Iretand  should  be 
kept  free  from  all  secret  societies  whatever. 
Lord  EUenhorougk  proposed  to  intiiv 
duce  an  amendment  upon  the  clause  of 
the  noble  Duke,  with  a  view  to  extend  the 
exemption  only  to  sudi  Freemasons  as  now 
actuslly  belonged  to  the  constabulary 
force,  but  not  to  any  future  app<uot- 
ments. 

The  Duke  of  Lender  said»  that>  be- 
longing as  be  did  to  a  secret  society,  he 
was  not  at  liberty  to  enter  into  any  paiw 
ticulars  in  resftect  to  them,  but  was  un- 
derstood to  assure  the  House  that  there 
was  nothing  of  a  political  tendency  in  the 
proceedings  of  FreeoMisons'  societies 

The  Earl  of  fTtiicAtbea  said,  he  hoped 
his  noble  Friend  would  tske  the  seose  of 
the  House  upon  his  amendments  if  tlie 
noble  Duke  opposite  was  not  prepared  to 
agree  to  it,  for  he  had  read  a  report  of  a 
political  speech,  smd  to  have  bera  de- 
livered at  a  Freemasons*  lodge. 

Viscount  Sirmrngford  said,  it  was  per- 
fectly impossible  that  any  speech  delivered 
at  a  Freemasons'  lodge  could  have  baea 
reported. 

The  Marquess  of  LondoHderry  said, 
that  knowing  as  he  did  what  secret  so- 
cieties were,  be  must  iniast  upon  the 
principle  of  applying  the  same  regulations 
equally  to  all  of  them.  He  hoped  that 
his  noble  Friend  would  persevere  in  presa^ 
iug  his  amendment,  and  that  if  it  were 
carried,  the  noble  Duke  would  be  content 
to  receive  his  amended  clause  as  an  in- 
stalment, as  was  then  generally  said  of 
amendments  of  the  kind,  and  be  satisfied. 
The  Earl  of  WincUUea  explained,  that 
be  liad  read  the  report  of  a  speech  made 
by  the  Noble  Grand  Master  of  the  Free- 
masons of  Ircdsnd ;  and  added,  that  un- 
less the  noble  Duke  opposite  agreed  to 
the  amendment  proposed  by  bis  nobie 
Friend  upon  his  clause,  lie  should  oppose 
the  clause  alto*»ether. 

The  Eurl  of  Ripon  said,  that  of  the  two 
propositions  he  should  ratltcr  prefer  the 
i-lause  as  it  stood,  because  if  it  were  ad- 
mitttfd  that  there  was  no  danger  in  per- 
mitting FreenMisons  to  remain  in  tlie  con<- 
stalittlatV    who   ha).pened    tu    be   ther^ 
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great|  that Uie  Protestant clergjmao would    to  the  Archbwhop  of  Ann^b.  Ike£<«  - 
be  to  bis  perishioners  a  minister  of  peace,    of  Deny,  and  some  anteoodeHt  OBorr*- 
£ar  that  he  would,  by  his  statioo  ano  coo-   of  the  Board  of  First  Kroita— t^  v^s. 
slant  residence,  have  opportunities  of  oon-   of  the  whole  would  be    aboitf   iJ*:.'-. 
ciliating  their  goodwill,  by  sympathizing   The  charge  was  estimated  in  ibis  wa*  - 
with  tmir  wants,  their  cares,  and  their  ^  The   sum    necessary  to   wamkm   «p  i .. 
neoessirics,  and  by  the  performance  of  a ;  had  formerly  been  derived    Irosn  ctr  • 
Tariety  of  good  offices,  the  importance  of  cess  was  60,000/.  a-year,    to  pnTrxk  . 
which  (it  was  truly  said)  it  would  scarcely    the  repairs  of   the  cbonsb^    and   fr 
be  possible  to  exaggerate.    He  had  entirely    thing  necessary  for    the     ordwaij  >. 
concurred  in  those  arguments,  and  he  was   formance  of  public  worship  i    the  asi^ 
entitled  to  conclude  that  they  influenced '  tation  of  small  livings  required  46^S  .. 
the  final  decision  of  the  House,  because,  =  for  building  churches,    20,000/. ;  p^  -. 
after  a  long  discussion  and  a  vigorous  op-  I  houses,    10,000/.;     makioW    •    totti  : 
position,  the  Bill  was  passed  into  a  law.    136,500/.     He  was  perfecUw  aware  c. 
The  Act  bore  upon  the  face  of  it  that  it    this  statement  had,  from  subeeqaeBt  b 
was  a  Parliamentary  contract;  he  so  con-  [  formaUon,  been  proved  not  atracUy  sn^ 
sidered  it;  and  uiitil  this  contract  was  com-,  rate.    Fiwt  of  all.  the  aniount  assail-, 
pleted  the  Church  did  not  obtain  that  I  as  likely  to  be  derived  from  the  Ulx  cs  ^ 
which  It  was  positively  entitled  to,  and  ;  comes,  was  greatly  overrated  at  41,8t> 
which    their  Lordships  were    bound  in  i  ^h^^^s  the  greatest  amount  that  coakJ  i 
honour  to  see  effected,  and  before  which  '  ^ny  imaginable  circumstances,  aocrwevi 
they  could  not  take  away  any  porUon  of  32,000/.     Another  Act  placed  at  the  c 
Its  property-    What,  then,  was  the  actual    j^al  of  the  Commissioners  a  fund  wfeir. 
condition  of  thefunds?     He  was  not  going    ^„  estimated  to  amount  to  22,000/. ;  ^r 
to  throw  any  blame  upon  the  Commission,    ^^e  Commissioners  very  fairly  Staled,  thr 
ers,  he  believed  they  had  done  aU  they    .^     j^^^  „^  ^^^„^  of  ascertaining  whetHfr 
could;  and  if    J^J  *^ad  not  succeeded  ,n  ^^^^ 

completing  all   the  pi^poscs  assigned  to    ^^^^^^^^^  impossible  to  say  that  the  food 
them,  ,t  was  not  their  fault ;  because,  from    ^^„,j  ^      ,j^       ^       other  hand, 

the  very  nature  of  the  provisions  of  the    ^^terlar  items  of  expendituie  had  bU 
Church  Temporalities  Act,  and  the  peculiar   ^^j^^^^  expense,  for  instanc^,  oflfe 

circumstances  of  the  case,  their  resources    n^^^i'-      •.    u    u-  u  •     *  ;«1. 

1;  ,    .      *    xv        A  ^A  «tf  *i.    j^     Commission  itself,  which  m  AuensU  183^ 

bore  no  relation  to  the  extent  of  the  de-  ;  ^^^  ^^.  .  ^^  ..J  ,„  aaai        a  *k     t  ' 
ji  ai.  d  1.  ai.  ■     t     J  l:  «  -  ^38  i^ot  less  than  J 2,000/.,  and  therefore 

mands  upon  them.    But  their  Lordships    ..^  .   .  •  i».  I    •«  Micreiwc 

would  b^  in  mind  that  the  objects  for   l5  ^^^K '?'^*"'  'T  !'f'f'%^  T^' 
the  promotion  of  which  the  Commission    ««  ^^^^^  ^^^^'f  '}'''^^^  «\  ^-^  there 
was  Constituted,  were  declared  by  the  Act    ^f     ^'\  '^"^^'^f^^  circumstance  to  be 
itself  (as  he  had  before  stated)  to  be  essen-    ^?>«"  »°^«  cons,deration--lhat  while  tbe 
tial  to  the  efficiency,  the  permanency,  and    objects   to  which  it  was  intended   thwe 
the  stabilitv  of  the  Established  Church  in    f«nds  should  be  applied  were  of  nrgcnt, 
Ireland.     Jft  was  stated,  on  the  one  hand.    Pressing,  and  immediate  nece«sity-^many 
when  that  Bill  was  first  introduced,  that   of  them  which  could  not  be  dispensed  with, 
tlie  funds  that  would  be  at  the  disposal  of  ^"®  '""^^  themselves  were  distant,  unccr- 
the     Commissioners     would     ultimately  .  ^^.\"»  and  remotely  contingent;  and  tbe 
amount  to  a  verv  considerable  sum ;  whilst,    ^"^  therefore,  contained  a  clause  author. 
on  the  other  hand,  the  estimated  ezpendi-    ^^^S  ^n®  Commissioners  to  begin  their 
ture  which  the  Commissioners  would  have  ,  operations  by  incurring  a  debt;  and  up  to 
to  meet  out  of  those  funds,  would  also  be    August  last,  not  only  were  their  funds  in- 
very  considerable.    It  was  supposed  that ,  stjfficient  to  meet  the  charges  previously 
50,000i  a. year  would  result  from  the  con-   defrayed  by  the  vestry  cess,  but  there  was 
flolidation  of  the  bishoprics;  that  the  tax  ,  not  a  single  farthing  for  any  of  the  other 
on  the  remaining  bishops  would  produce   great  and  important  objects  for  which  tbe 
4f,6O0L  per  annum ;  the  tax  on  incumbents    Bill  was  passed  and  the  Commission  iosti- 
41,800/.,  and  the  interest  of  the  money  to  '  tuted.     The  first  Report  of  the  Coomis. 
be  obtained  from  the  sale  of  perpetuities   sionere  stated  their  receipts,  as  derived 
40,0001. ;  and  the  result  of  the  whole,  in-  [  from  all  sources,  for  the  year  ending  Att< 
duding  one  or  two  other  items  which  it !  gust  I,  1834,  at  68,728/«,  and  their  ei- 
was  not  necessary  at  present  to  mention, '  penditure  at  51;043/. — thus  leaving  an 
would  be,  taking  into  consideration  the  ef-  ;  apparent  balance  in  their  fovourof  17|685i 

ftot  of  the  anangemeots  nade  with  res|iect  But  there  were  |W9  sams  ioclud^d  io  Iksir 


iucooM;. — thii  toiiui  of  4(J,00U/.  I  Llii    ui-.niiii  r  l.j'J  l;f«  n  i.|>|,lji  J  tliL*15.0i;fJ/,, 

from  tlit  Covciiiuitht,  uiid   Ua  I  wl.i'  \i  il  t  y  IkiJ  liniio.vrd  ho.ji  ot<c  di'parN 

ixa    of   i^,l*Oi}/.  derived  fiom  the  talc  ol"  uk  i.l    of   tlie    <'iov<  iMumK  ;   upun    wliich 

*ri>eiuuii>es,  Ma^cii  ^ua),  ^o  obutaA.d,  wu^  lit  y  avaii'-d   LliCiiiseluy  ol   .inodni  cJuim 

ii::uaaii5  C4«sLiueci   lo  Le  vc^Kd   iu  ;:.<yti  <  i  oi   lit  .-Mn  itwy  WiiO  riMti'id   lo  1  orro^, 

■{.:uriLMs&  i^«iiiii^  iulcic^t,  «xiid    not  to  iv(  !  l'/)//}^/.,  v.lncli  in  cor/j-iioii  i^iiiiiuce  wus 

.^mt«scl  SAS    iucouic  4AU1I   cuiiLut   cAj/ctidI    i  u!  a'  1  c  w  I'd  ral!  *'  i\^\uy  a  ku*."   'JJiun 

irt-.       li    i,u«»e  14V0  5uUi^,  aiijoiiiii:..^   bj-  ( ^iii.c  t'..c  !.»  j.'j:  tj-.ut  olw-nI;  ji.  o(  /<  jiiirs  ol 

t^tuer  10  4^,»ioJ»..,  **tiu  ucouciut'  f.'^ii.  ll.e  "  tl  •.  t!'-,  ;.r  ('  if    I:.  J  (/omi    <\^'A   Uiut   ilwi 

t>L>T't:  Attiit  O.    OC'.'/i.icJi  ,  tuci.  ii.il!    ULt.,yi.s  '  I-..  ;;  .1  M,..y  acp  (1'';ivmI  I'.e  lii  ii  viei  would 

I  r  tuAi  y^A:   ^ubic    iioi   t-vLtcd    ic   ^'/jjl.  \  bi   t..(  d.:  •;(•,  '/'it  l):i   ('on  njih?ior<.'rs  liud 

\\^i.*?«u,  UKsj^iui' ,  0*  iA  uaia;it.«.ur  i  T,w^  J'. '  i,o   !i  .<V-    ♦o   i-a.-f  lliO'e  rrpijirs.     'itif-y 

i:        itt%MU'.    C'    Luc    C*/uiti.id.iiw/ij'i-i',     I  i^ic  ^».  .  '.«'  i!,u'  '.:.*   o<'   i'"'   i>  >sf    oijfj'xifi  autJ 

.     •  tT"^*,  A!i  Uiu  Couifrc  o!  Llict     )-«f.     A|'-  p'll,.!      v..r    tl.'    r^j»  .r^    of    rharjels  and 

i/.vifttX  >-*»«=  to*u.'-  pi««icti^i^  to  t!  ■-  i  jii-^t^'w.j;  c  .^.c'.'            -  i*  i'    V  !i,i'.    r^  ( tii<;d    it    prt - 

"yuu  .     t:iiiA4kJ^'    A*»s.«j-'    J.    Jo.^],,  I    <.w».i^-^  i\^  r.  \>   «  ./' ^  .'(♦'    u!»   <  <■/■  ;_uh(  !.t    10  tl.' 

M*ultui«'_    AcaU  I  *»»^uiu  »^e  iw^i-    .     i  ..•-  *.  i-  >    .'    ...♦   y.  '  "J.'^jf  ,  hi*  fliOf  r»  rv   li;  ij  hot 

«            i  1  r^/r  ♦     .,     cki' '       wu*.      c- |.  *j^.w^.«  ', ,   ..         0     ♦•.    I,  'V'\^r.  cuid   ',o'   li<'';i 

l»t:  miuUCt^j    w»€  *'..*tj..  ...^   c«»*.      — «  .'    ♦   '.*•    !  U*      *                ril'     ?'    '       t*,<   ,'   V«'i'    li'iW    iLOil  ,' 

•  >.'»,  uaum*  V  Ui'i.u(^«';.  .- ♦  ».i  -  rw-  '- .  j^-    I'C  1  '  '  *     -  '    ••"      '•'*    *'  *    *'*'    '*'''•       J  ii^    !'•- 

Ituki*  s,  ^J,.'»v>~     ;     i.^\     ,    i./y,-j-'.       i  :.i  *.  j /,*'  i,'  .       *  ':i*i      f-    /'."•■'    \n   «:i<l  l^  .  III-.*, 

v^ouici  tcave  u»cJ.  ic:».  *c«-«. .,  •-   ti'  .'/-,'i<''  .  •      ■   '  • '  .   J   '  •-<-    o*'  ba?  '.ni    »r\.      It  wi< <• 

i 

A>cu«iL'tili^.    t-u     lii.-  0»u»  J     ».J  .     ,     ..v^Lj    l.i'  .•'      il   '     «•       :  '         o     ^'     <     .     •'      b'lV     d     LVnV    Ol 

•.x\>t;liuttuit;  ll*c  »u.>i  O.  -io,  j-»      .,  .    ,  at  ^  I'  .  '  i  • '  ^    '.■   j-    .'*   '        ^Ji       'li-  .0   /.'.rt'    jlt     I 

nt     kjovciuu*«rf.l.   a»i.-      <u -K'-'*-*' •    • -'1    >'»'   .  '■    .   '■'    •      V  •  ,<  '     tK'j'    f»:'j',s    WMP  lo  '   . 

te^-coiiu  >«.iiJ  v^uiuo  ue  W.^c  .       *  .i«    c'ji  :,     ,..''.      '^1.'    '.t^*  (     »!.-s«-    I'*'., rr- 'I  *ot'.t, 

'                                                                                                               .1  ' 

tl**  luuuv.-.  .-i^L,.vj>eiiu»wUtt.,  J  :-■>»,*-.  ^' .  . — »..-      ., .     I',  f  '.-••    ac;    I'l's   '.li  t'-.f^  ''at    , 

•  I 

f.ejci"ii.   j/ciccivfc   li.i.t   litw    li.wv.:.*  o.    U.f  .,         •.' •      i  j'"' . '.»ii  .  ^''   .1   .iO'.  • '.<. r.  •^^  6'"    , 

»•».   *»jc  f^ui^u'vLi  loi    \.i»lcli  L»t.;    i*a  .    t,o«. '.  •  .      !..'*.  ol  *...:'     .V '.•'!.    ..'^  ri(.'   a"i'"jli'      . 

o.'L^uuii'    .     !>*    rciuiiiu:^   i(>  III'.    u....^i.L'.-  J  .     .    :^-',\,/'.     •  ••  •  o*  '.«•    •''•    i***  ^'i  '"  •• 

'   r                                  .                                ^                                                          ,  , 


t       I 


V  it. 
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aitiium^  their  Lordships  would  find  that 
the  Gimmissioners  haa  obtained  no  more 
than  16,519/.,  or  nearly  67,000/.  less  than 
the  estimate.     Turning  from  the  revenue 
to  the  expenditure  of  the  Commissioners, 
let  their  Lordships  mark  what  had  been 
the  nature  of  the  demands  upon  them,  and 
the  extent  to  which  they  had  been  able  to 
meet  them.     They  stated  in  their  second 
Report,  that  ''  in  the  year  ending  August 
1st,  1835,  they  had  spent,  under  the  head 
of  things  necessary  for  the  celebration  of 
divine  service  in  each  church  and  chapel 
for  the  year  beginning  at  Easter,  1834, 
various  sums  to  the  amount  of  very  nearly 
30,000/. ;"  but  they  added, ''  that  the  pay- 
ments  under  this  head  were  not  all  com- 
pleted within  the  year,  so  that  in  the 
current  year,   1836,  they  would  have  to 
pay  out  of  the  income  certain  sums  really 
payable  for  the  service  of  1835  out  of  the 
income  of  1835."    There  was  another  very 
heavy  charge  which  had  fallen  upon  the 
Commissioners,   and  which  deserved  par- 
ticular notice.  Their  liordships  were  aware 
that  from  circumstances  which  in  Ireland 
were  but  too  characteristic  of  that  un- 
fortunate country,  the  payment  of  legal 
dues  was  in  many  cases  successfully  re. 
sisted.    Accordingly  it  appeared,  that  for 
two  or  three  years  before  the  abolition  of 
the  vestry-cess,  in  various  parishes  that 
impost  had  been  withheld,  and  the  objects 
to  which  it  was  destined  had  been  left  un- 
provided for.  These  arrears,  though  legally 
due,  were  remitted  to  the  several  parishes 
in  question  by  a  clause  in  the  Church 
Temporalities'  Act,  and  the  payment  of 
them  was  thrown  upon  the  Commissioners. 
It  appeared,   that  under  this  head  they 
had  aireudy  paid  •  upwards  of   46,000/. ; 
but  as  their  own  funds  were  totally  in- 
adequate to  meet  this  charge,  they  were 
only  enabled  to  make  these  payments  by 
borrowing  from  the  Government  the  above 
sum  of  46,000/. ;  thus  commencing  their 
operations  by  incurring  a  considerable  debt. 
It  was  true   that  they  had  subsequently 
repaid  that  sum ;  but  how  had  they  done 
it  ?     Why,  by  borrowing  it  from  another 
department  of  the  Government,  under  the 
provisions  of  another  Act  of  Parliament  ; 
and  thus  adopting  in  regard  to  this  debt, 
a  course  which,  in   common  parlance,  [is 
called   ''flying  a  kite,"  paying  one  debt 
by  contracting  another.     Another  most  im- 
portant item  in  the  regular  and  ordinary 
expenditure  of  the  Commissioners  was  oc- 
casioned by  the  necessary  repair  of  churches 
and  chapels  throughout  Ireland.   This  was 

w»  oyect  which  fonnwly  wm  provided  for 


/^ 


out  of  the  vestry-cesii,  and  comthrteg  1 
principal  demand  upon  thaft  "T^  ^^ 
same  circumstances  which  oocMMed  tfes 
great  arrear  to  which  he  liad  jn*  mm 
alluded,  caused  this  also  to  fkll  into 
so  much  so,  that  the  exigency  rf  the 
became  urgent  to  the  greatest  de^^iee, 
was  adverted  to  with  considerable 
by  the  Commission,  in  a  para^rapift  of  th^" 
Report,  to  which  he  would  call  tbeir  Lai- 
ships'  attention.  The  Comnaiasiop—  ^ 
scribed  their  duty,  as  regarded  th^ 
as  one  of  the  most  onerous  and 
that  they  had  to  discharge- 
they  had  obtained  detailed 
such  repairs  as  ought  to  be 
executed,  but  that,  as  the  state  o€  tlic 
only  admitted  of  a  selection  bein^  ma 
the  most  pressing  cases,  and  as  delaj 
increased  the  evil,  they  had  deemed  it 
dent  and  indispensable  to  enter  into 
gagements  to  the  amount  of  75,OOOl,,^ 
engagements  they  proposed  to  mee^  in 
^ay : — they  set  aside,  out  of  t^  ~" 
coming  funds,  the  sum  of  21,000^, 
remaining  54,000/.  was  to  be  obtaii 
a  loan  from  the  Government,  beia^ 
residue  of  a  sum  of  1 00,OOOZ.,  whit " 
law  allows  them  to  borrow,  and  of 
they  had  previously  borrowed  46,i 
pay  the  arrears  of  vestry-cess.  Havin] 
borrowed  the  whole  sum  of  ]  00,000/. 
execution  of  a  purpose  for  which  thai 
was  confessedly  inadequate,  they  mi^ 
described  as  being  in  a  state  of  ban7 
and  although  he  might  be  unwiiii 
apply  to  the  case  so  strong  an  expr 
he  was,  at  all  events,  warranted  i 
tending  that  they  were  in  anything 
state  of  financial  prosperity.  There 
however,  other  objects  of  equal  ic 
ance  to  which  the  Commissioners 
bound  to  attend,  and  in  respect  to  |-e  ^[^  * 
they  laboured  under  precisely  similflli{j  j^  ^^ 
ficulties — he  alluded,  first,  to  the  ioA^,^  ^  ^ 
of  small  livings,  one  of  those  points)  iq^^^  ^ 
remembered,  which  were  described  lf|j  y*"^^ 
preamble  of  the  Church  Temporaliiieiiii     •'■*  ^-"^ 


and 


af 


as  being  essential   to  the  eflScienc^?*  ^ 
stability  of  the  Church.    Their  LordiinJ^^-^^^  1 


were  aware,  from  documents  alrea^^^'^^ic 
the  Table,  that  out  of  the  1385  be%^?^fn 
in  Ireland,  there  were  very  many  ii^gj^^' 
50L  a-year,    many    under    100/.,  L  ^  tc 


the  Table,  that  out  of  the  1385  beafe^   ^'n 
•    '    •     -     •  ^     ^ous 

to  . 

tf  '  tf  '       run  ' 

under  150/.,  and  upon  the  whole  sq*>^  '  ^Oc/ 
hundred  livings  under  200/.  per  ani^  ^^Or^ 
Surely,  200/.  per  annum  was  but  aT^'^y  q, 
pittance  for  the  remuneration  of  i^^'r  ^^^ 
spectable  and  well-educated  gentley^'^  2iq  j 

called  upon  by  the  duties  q(  his  $im;  ^er^  ^ 
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amongst  his  parishioners,  and  to 
moD^t  them  the  rites  of  hospi- 
the  obligations  of  charily?  Id 
f  this  sum  of  200/.  a-year,  he 
.tatiog  merely  his  own  view  of 
reasonable,  he  was  founding 
Act,  which  although  it  limited 
a-year,  the  sam  to  which  amall 
gbt  be  augmented,  nevertheless 
from  the  tax  upon  benefices  all 
ider  3001.,  thns  establishing,  by 
estionable  proof,  the  fact,  that 
Dt  did  not  deem  even  300/.  to  be 
soaably  large  income  for  a  cler- 
to  enjoy.  But,  then,  what  had 
iraisHoneK  been  able  to  do  in  this 
— abiolutely  nothing!  Tt  was  true, 
a  mj  few  cases  some  slight  aug- 
,on  had  been  afforded  by  the  dis- 
tialinj benefices  from  sinecure  dig- 
and  b^  the  application  of  Bishop 
t'a  Pnid:  bnt  the  latter  was  a 
>  faod  cf  a  tery  limited  amount, 
le  foniHTKileor  increase  could  be 
3b\eWw|  few  cases  only.  Here, 
were  KicoLhiDdred  livings,  at  least 
|b\Td  o1  iW  ihole,  with  an  income 
Hsed\j  idcqme,  and  without  any 
■ng  tneui ri KTtasing  them:  and 
-as  a  CM  iacribed  by  some  per- 
^  wallontaveiltb,  degrailed  by 
'  IS  intet,  lad  existing  with  a 
o(  int«.  The  next  topic 
1  on  aitltport  was  gilebe- 
L-.  and'^'^raUps  wonid  find, 
Inference  ttxlc^  of  the  Com- 
bers ofF^HKboo,  that  there 
bless  dtalnhes  in  which 
W  no  ^^*^*batever.  Now, 
Ud  ask,  ^»«  condition  of  a 
UD,  u)>^nrteT  of  reli- 
Utte  hai  « L  MB  residence  < 
tiii\d  betewispevfonn  bii 
^wardt  b  k  i  ie  want  of  a 

s  iotenv^--^""' 
liitS  the 
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parishes,  and  not  of  bcneficei,  the  extent 
of  the  deficiency  would  be  fcreatly  in- 
creased, and  he  had  no  doubt  that,  at 
least,  359  or  400  parishes  would  be  found 
destitute  of  a  church.  This  was  a  serious 
injury  to  the  Church ;  and  the  Commia- 
sioners  felt  it  (0  be  so,  for  they  ipoke  of 
it  in  their  two  Reports  in  very  strong 
terms — 


the  parties  have  exprestea  ineir  wriiingatM  to 
coDlribute,  or  cause  to  be  eonlribnted,  oertain 
proportions  of  the  eipeniei  of  boildiDg,  in 
some  caiei  amounting  to  a  fifih,  in  some  to  a 
half,  and  in  olhen,  to  ihree-fourlhs  of  the  ex- 
penses requisite  for  the  purpose,  ihey  cannot 
Out  reject  that,  a»  their  surplns  funds  alone 
are  applicable  to  the  objects  now  onder  consi- 
deration, they  coold  hold  oat  no  inmediate 
prospect  of  the  apphcalion  in  qnealiou  behw 
bvourably  cnleTtaincd  at  present.  The  Boara 
have,  however,  given  every  asmrance  in  Iheir 
power,  that  a*  soon  as  there  shall  be  an^  avail- 
able fund  for  such  pnrpor**  •••«■■  inniij^iionf 
shall  receive  the  earliesi  ind 

they  are  fully  satisfied,  fro  lich 

have  been  made  at   this  hej 

been  enabled  to  hold  out  any  present  encoa- 
ragenant  to  ihebuildingof  ehnrdtet,  tbeappti- 
cations  od  this  subject  woeld  have  been,  DMer 
■wh  drcoautances,  br  more  DamanMS  thu 
those  ihey  have  now  to  refiei  to. 

Ooid  anything,  in  a  matter  of  this  kind, 
more  imperatively  require  aMislance  than 
the  case  he  bad  just  stated?  The  Act 
authorised,  nay,  required  siich  assistancs 

th  which 
a  share  in 
die  Com- 
ff  to  (betr 
y  hadth« 
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repoft«d  to 

fat  tW  rdbaiUiia?  or  cfcctioo 
;  asd  ia  maaj  of  tluese  appU- 


te 


«X. 


tlie 

•*  11  llie  inc  Tcar ;  tke  safsc  rctd»> 
loctMitnb«te  oo  the  part  of  Uk  ftfpl»- 
He  tres  not  snrpnsed,  lie  coo- 
Insed,  U>  find,  m  tke  First  RefMsrt,  that  a 
Bef«UTe  aasver  had  been  grreii  to  such 
applscalxkos :  bat  when  be  read  tbe  abore 
paiafnpb  oi  tbe  Second  Report,  be  did 
iatler  biMKlf  tbat  at  least  «  begioniB^ 
kad  bees  ladr  m  ^cmding  tkb  im- 
portant object;  be  Miileed  bopes,  tbat 
tbe  prospects  vere  more  fDCOvra^ng;  bot 
tbcse  «cr«  woluii J  disappointed : — 

Totlantor  in  altun 
Ut  taLpsn  fimrioce  raaat. 

Tbe  pniaginpb  of  tbe  Report  coaduded: — 

teveni  of  tbese  apolicaboss  appealed  to  be 
so  pi«ssni|r,  tbat  die  CoiMiwionefi  bavebem 
ladWcd  to  direct^* 

What  vottkl  tbeir  Lordships  diink  ^—that 
ttttistUKe  sboold   be  iminediately  giren  ? 
at  mil;  but 

n  special  ■naaoiindam  shall  be  taken  of 
the  eases^  in  order  that,  as  soon  as  tbey  have 
any  imds  available  lor  soch  pcTpose^  tbe 
wantt  of  tbe  parties  aaj  be  provided  for. 

Cold  comfort  this,  for  neo  who  were 
seeking  the  attainment  of  an  object  in 
which  what  is  most  dear  and  important  to 
them  was  inTolred.  Cold  comfort  this, 
for  men  whom  Pariiameot  ilself  had 
tnnght  to  believe  that  adequate  church 
nccommodetioii  was  essential  to  the  effi* 
ciencT,  tbe  permanence,  and  stability  of 
the  Published  Charch.  All  he  could 
say  was»  ihat  for  many  years  of  his  life  ii 
bad  been  bis  lot  to  have  at  his  disposal  a 
share  of  oflScial  patronage ;  many  of  his 
noble  Friends  on  both  sides  of  the  House 
bad  been  similarly  situated ;  and  it  had 
frequently  happened  to  him  (as  doubtless 
it  had  to  others)  to  be  compelled,  upon 
pressing  applications  for  it,  to  answer — 
**  I  should  oe  very  happy  if  1  had  it  in  my 
power  to  comply  with  your  wishes ;  but 
yon  may  depend  upon  it  that  I  will  make 
a  note  of  your  application.*  He  never 
knew  an  applicant  satisfied  with  that 
answer.  Could  the  Church  of  Ireland 
then  be  satisfied  with  it?  Such»  however, 
was  the  answer,  and  not  a  doit  had  the 
Commissioners  given  for  the  purpose. 
This  matter  derived  additional  importaDce 

\kwA  •  circamalaoQe  to  wbicb  l)f  could 


■ot  avoid  referring.    It  kad 
over  agiain  stated  that  the  Chtirch  of   ii^ 
land  bad  failed  in  its  objed— that   :^j 
nnmbcn  of  its  followers  dsd  not  iocreai 
— and  that  it  was  preposteroBS  to  atiE-^i 
to  bohler  up  an  institutioQ  wb^b  iras  ^i 
aaeqaallo  its  professed  duties*      W^is  :!:i 
foct  sol    By  no  meaas.      If  tbeir  Ix^u^ 
ships  referred  to  the  Reports  of  tjbe  Cc»:l 
missiooers  of    Public  InstmctioiL,    ti~^ 
woold  find  that,  out  cf  2,405  pttrislH:s 
Ireiandy  tbe  members  oi  tbe  Church  u* 
England   had  increased  in     no  less  th*' 
1,200  parishes,  being    one-balf    of  t. 
whole,  in  the  year  1834,  as  conapared  w:^ 
the  censas  of  1831.    This    fact  was  u 
unanswerable  refutation  of   tbe   caJuariT 
urged  against  the  efficiency  of  the  h.^ 
Church,  and  showed  the  wisdom  of  tk 
law  to  which  his  remarks  had  applied,  n 
laving  the  foundation  for  a  provision  icr 
the  wants  of  an  increasing  coiiiniUDta&, 
He  fdt  confident  that  what  he  had  tal^ 
the  liberty  of  snbmitting  to   their  Lord- 
ships ought  to  be  borne  in  mind  in  sct 
future  discussion  upon  this  subject.    He 
had  shown  what  were  the  principles,  tbe 
objects*  and  the  provisions  of  the  Churcb 
Temporalities  Act — he  had  pointed  cot 
the  nature  of  the  arguments  by  whicb  ft 
was  recommended  and  supported  in  the 
House — ^he  had  shown  the  nature  kA  tbe 
compact  which  that   Act  established  be- 
tween the   State  and  the  Church  in  Ire- 
land— and  he    had  shown    bow    imper- 
fectly, up  to  this  moment,  that  contract 
had  been  carried  into  effect     It  involved 
an  obligation  by  which  the  good  faiib  of 
Parliament  was  bound,  and  which  be  fof 
one,  could  not  shake  offl     He  should  con- 
clude, by  moving  for  an 

Account  of  all  receipts  and  disboisemefits 
by  tbe  Bcdesiasdcal  CommissioDen  for  fre- 
laad,  for  nine  mouths,  ending  1st  May,  1836; 
disiinguishiug  tbe  specific  sources  from  which 
all  monies  have  been  derived,  and  shewing 
the  total  amount  derived  from  each  sooice, 
and  the  specific  purposes  to  which  tbe  receipts 
have  been  applied ;— and  also,  a 

Statement  of  the  number  of  applications 
made  to  the  Ecdestastical  Commissiooen  for 
the  enlaigement,  rebuilding,  asd  erection  of 
additional  churches,  as  referred  to  in  tiieir  (wo 
Reports ;  disuoguishing  tbe  locality  and  dio- 
cese of  esch  parish  from  which  tba  applies* 
tion  has  been  made. 

Viscount  MelboMme  said,  as  it  wu  oot 
his  wish  to  throw  any  obstacle  is  tbe  way 
of  the  motion  of  the  noble  Earl,  tod  ai  it 
was  not  his  intention  to  offer  any  tbi^g 

like  opposition  to  it|  be  did  not  mH^ 


\ito 


JEcclesia$tical  Funds  {Mat  6} 


ftrtimtd). 


690 


t    necessary  to  trouble  their  Lordships 
jvith  more  tban  a  very  few  observations  on 
w\%e  present  occasion.     He  agreed  entirely 
in  the  general  statement  made  by  hi$  noble 
Friend  •        He  concurred  with   hie  noble 
Friend  when  be  said,  that  seeing  what  was 
the  state  of  Ireland,  and  considering  the 
sVate  of  the  tithe  qaestion  in  that  country, 
it  was  necessary  they  should  have  before 
them  the   fullest,  clearest,  and  roost  dis- 
tinct information  bearing  on  the  subjects 
that   could  be  obtained.     He  concurred 
also  in  the  opinion  with  which  his  noble 
Friend  commenced  his  speech,  viz.,  that 
it  was  a  narrow,  insufficient  view,  to  take 
of  this  question,  to  say  that  Church  pro- 
perty in  tithes  or  in  land  was  in  any  way 
to  he  considered  the  property  of  the  mi- 
nisters of  religion.     He  agreed  with  him 
that  it  was  the  property  of  the  whole  of 
the  community,  who  were  bound  together 
in  the  same  bond  of  religious  faith.     He 
agreed  with  his  noble  Friend  that  tithes 
and  other  descriptions  of  Church  property 
were  the  portion  of  the  national  altar, 
which  had  been  set  aside  by  the  institu- 
tions of  the  country,  by  the  piety  or  su- 
f>erstition  of  former  ages,  for  the  mainte- 
nance and   security   of  the  Established 
Church  and  the  established  religion  of  this 
country ;  and  so  being  part  of  the  national 
property,  it  was  in  the  power  of  the  State 
to  increase  it  if  it  were  too  small,  or  to 
diminish  it  if  it  were  too  large,  or  to  dis- 
tribute it  as  it  pleased,  and  to  apply  it  to 
'       those  purposes  which  were  considered  the 
fittest  to  promote  the  great  end  and  object 
which  its  contributors  had  in  view.     H6 
entirely  agreed  in  the  principle  laid  down 
by  his  noble  Friend ;  it  was  indeed,  the 
one  which  he  had  always  held  as  the  only 
safe  principle  on  which  ihe  Government 
^        and  the  Legislature  could  proceed  with 
regard  to  these  subjects.     Fie  concurred, 
also,  in  the  history  given  by   his  noble 
Friend  of  that  great  Act  which  passed,  he 
believed,  in  1833 ;  he  concurred  as  to  the 
object  of  that  Act  and  the  means  provided 
to  effect  them.    But  he  must  observe  that 
the  insufficiency  of  the  funds  to  be  derived 
uudsr  the  Act  was  foreseen.    At  the  time 
that  Act  wu  in  thia  House,  it  was  ex- 
pected that  the  funds,  in  the  first  instance, 
and  for  a  considerable  period,  would  be 
ioBuiScient  for  the  purposes  which  were 
oontemplatedy  but  when  his  noble  Friend 
affirmed  that  the  Act  was  a  compact  be- 
tseeo  the  Church  and  the  State,  he  must 
MV,  that  it  wstfi  no  more  a  compact  than  any 

otbsr  Act;  luid  if  bit  uqUs  rrieod  mssst 


by  his  assertion,  that  by  passing  that  Act 
they  ienteted  into  an  arrangement  by  which 
they  precluded  themselves  fVom  entertain*- 
ing  any  other  measure  till  all  the  objects 
professed  in  that  Act  had  been  earried  into 
efi*ect,  he,  for  one,  could  not  concur  with 
his  noble  Friend.  He  conceived  the  Act 
to  have  been  passed  for  the  regulation  of 
those  matters  to  which  it  was  to  be  applied, 
but  it  left  other  matters  open  for  the  con* 
sideration  of  the  Legislature.  He  must 
say,  further,  he  did  think  that  the  state- 
ment his  noble  Friend  had  made,  showing 
what  had  been  the  tardiness  of  the  opera- 
tion of  the  Act,  and  its  insufficiency  for 
the  great  purposes  which  it  had  in  view, 
was  proof  aud  argument  that  however 
much  some  such  measure  was  wanting  at 
the  time  it  had  passed,  it  had  proved  in- 
sufficient for  the  attainment  of  the  object 
for  which  it  was  introduced.  He  could 
not  go  into  the  detail  entered  into  by  his 
noble  Friend  respecting  the  proceedings 
of  the  Commissioners ;  but  agreeing  with 
him,  that  in  all  their  Lordships'  future  de- 
liberations on  this  subject,  it  was  necessary 
they  should  carry  in  their  minds  the  objects 
of  the  Act  and  its  operation,  he  was  happy 
to  find  that  his  noble  Friend  had  turned 
his  attention  to  the  question,  and  had 
called  for  information  connected  with  it, 
which,  of  course,  it  would  be  his  anxious 
wish  to  assist  him  in  procuring. 
Motion  agreed  to. 
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tCiitirm.1  Read  •  fint  tIaMi— SmaU  Debts'  fSoodand); 
PMtjr  fJwiiiai*  (IidttMl). 

t*etitions  proented.    By  sevenl  How.  Msmubc,  Sna 

▼Bxtons  Plaea,  for  th«  Repeal  of  Uie  Duty  on  Newqiap«pi. 

*«4y  III;  WiLUAM  RocBB,  fhun  tnniseura  a&d  Mathela, 

for  th»  AboUtioii  oT  Tlttiea  (Iniand)^>-4ly  Mr.  Hoaam 

Twisa,  from  Bridpoit,  for  ttie  Repeal  of  the  f  igarj  Duty 

on  Charitable  Bequerts. — By  the  ATTomNKT.GjufaRift, 

ftom  Edinliifigli,  for  the  Repeal  of  Uie  Duty  od  Church 

BuUdii^  MalBtiaiii    By  Sir  WnxiAil  FwAMTt  and  Mr. 

RoBKBT  Walulcb.  fn»n  Exeter  and  Gxwnoek.  for  the 

Repeal  of  Uie  Duty  oo  Fire  loauranoes. — ^By  Mr.  W.  S. 

OBuBii,  ftom  Lfneiiek,  Id  AUow  a  thttmu^  on  the 

LnportatkNi  of  OImb  telo  IneianA  -By  Mr.  Kwabt,  flttS 

Liverpool,  for  the  Repeal  of  the  Duty  oo  Stamp  n«an<|iliL 

Pablethorpe  Chapelrt.^  Mr.  Oran' 
viBe  Vernon  moved  the  second  reading  of 
the  Parlethorpe  Chapelry  Bill. 

Colonel  Sihthorpe  opposed  the  Bill.  Ho 
designated  this  as  an  attempt  to  smuggle 
a  private  Bill  through  that  House^  which 
would  have  the  effect  of  wresting  from  the 
rector,  the  Dean  of  Lincoln,  without  the 
sanction  or  colour  of  law,  under  the  spei. 
cioua  pretext  of  an  endowment,  the  t%ht 
Mliicli  bs  possessed  iti  tbc  cbapdry,  wmc6 
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Sim.  ':3iic  X 
ht  amrn  aior?  i^nmjie  'i-i  .ini  i:  u:*sii3. 
f'ViUL  incniincne  siy  jeisoiEiI  itl'isiio^  a. 
saouorsnir  "^ai^   Tneasor?.  tmc    ^e  aim. 

'dmc  be  jL-.  ^iracc  aiinzlii  £»? 
mta  «oiiie  -if  :ne  ie^aus  n  T-'inscscca  'St 
the  dtoncier  if  die  acdie  Lirni  >f  m^gr?' 

Tile  accie  L<:ri  nil  3uc  se^  Sir  x:i^ 
weSt  IS  iimseif.  3i:r  to  drrest  tie  V 
of  Eifwiasajwe  of  xzj  if  his  pwscac  oc 
cofxtf^eesic  income.  w!i:iiii  !ke  was  entf^Ldd 
to  bm  law.  He  was  dearerK  cf  pirraiotiae 
tbr  eyfii'ieurv  of  tfee  CixrA.  br  jecnrrr^ 
iv  serrgcES  ra  m  d^azsel  ia  wbicii,  bv 

rfirr.  He  'Mr- YerTonI  wis  crered  to 
feBTB  titaf  c!ie  C7<m^ItioQ  to  ths»  spleodSd 
propogjl  shi^cx:  praceed  froca  a  dicrnnary 
of  (he  C&orcb,  be  allTiied  to  the  Deaa  cf 
Liocola,  tke  potroo ;  the  mcimibeat.  wbo 
is  h»  9oa,  kaTis^  in  the  &«t  iaataoce  ac- 
qoimeii  in  the  dotr  bein^  peifinmed  br 
Lovd  Muftvers's  cbapLtin.  TbetiLlote,  no 
scrvples  coaM  have  existed  in  that  qoar.  i 
tcr  as  to  parting  with  the  caie  of  sools  of . 
one  homfaed  persons  oat  of  the  S.OOO  with 
wlaifie  charge  he  was  onginaQT  intrusted. 
He  (Mr.  Vemoo)  briieved  that  the  appre- 
heMon  which  the  I>ean  entertained  was 
this,  that  if  a  new  bene6ce  was  created, 
the  time  might  arrive  whm  persons  would 
inquire  how  it  happened  that  the  tithes  of 
that  township  had  gotten  into  the  pocket 
of  the  Dean  of  Linooki  and  the  vicar  of 
another  benefice ;  and  as  there  was  adis- 
positioD,  on  the  part  of  the  real  friends  of 
the  Chiuch  to  apply  the  snrplos  incomes 
of  chapters  to  promote  religious  services 
in  the  districts  from  which  the  revenues 
were  derived,  he  might  fear  that  some, 
thing  would  spring  up  to  prevent  the  ap- 
prc^riation  of  those  funds.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Lincoln  bad  stated  that  this 
Bill  was  in  coDtravention  of  an  Act  of 
Parliament,  in  which  he  was  mistaken. 
He  (Mr.  Vernon)  contended  that  the  pa- 

UoQ  aad  iocumbeot  would  b^  benefited  bjr 
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the  D-l 
w>:aLi  ^ve   cijinrdcd    die     point 
a:trrecv«r.  ic  was  hcU  au%    tiuat  he  v  - 

the  dMprirr  ont  oT  tbe  ch-:.:^' 
He  v^kli:-  Vernon)  slioaki  l.' 
3f eroded  of  ths  so  Budi,  ihmt  be  wfi- 
oc^  ha^e  prseeeded  with  m  private  hi 
Cocrravestipoa  €»f  soch  an  ol^yec^  j  b:.;  . 
t2a£  be  was  f^bappoinfeed,  aiid    no  v:  -: 

The  .Airhbisb  c- 
the 
e:!LLeGdicg  more  wideiv  the 
Cbarch — accepted  the  proposal  of  Lc'. 
Mxnreis^  and  eamestlv  reoomiDendeii 
to  the  consent  of  the  incumbent,  who  \r- 
referred  himself  in  hb  answer  to  the  p'f^ 
sore  cf  his  patron.  With  all  these  ^-^ 
before  him,  he  would  not  shrink  f:^> 
firTTig  the  Gallant  Officer's  amendmeci 

Mr.  Eceijm  Demiso  confirmed  the  5U> 
ment  of  the  hon.  Member  wbo  spoke  la:> 
Accordiiig  to  his  (Mr.  0enison*s^  DOibi^ 
the  Gall  in  t  Officer,  the  Member  for  Lin- 
coln, had  not  .sufficiently  informed  bin)- 
s^  of  the  facts  of  the  case  to  enable  hiT^ 
to  make  a  clear  or  satisfactory  statement, 
in  which  be  had  signally  failed,  ti^ 
would  support  the  second  reading. 

Mr.  UmwK  was  much  surprised  that  ^ 
which  was  a  public  question    should  be 
brought  forward  in  the  nature  of  a  pri^^ 
BilL     It  appeared  strange  to  him  to  heu 
of  individinls  being  so  liberal,  and  of  boo. 
Gentlemen  now  coming  forward  to  prop 
the  Church.      It  was  also  rather  strange 
to   flee   the    noble  Lord    (Manvers)  %sA 
the    Archbishop    f£   York    opposbg  thf 
views  of  the  vicar  and  incumbent.    He 
(Air.    Hume)    was    of  opinion  that  the 
opposition  of  the  gallant  Officer  to  iiai 
Bill  was  well  founded ;  for  if  tbe  noble 
Lord  succeeded  in  the  endowment^  there 
was  nothing  to  prevent  him  from  coming 
forward   hereafter  and  claiming  compen- 
sation.    Why  not  the  CommiasionerB  come 
forward  and  report  to  that  House  irhat 
ought  to  be  done?     He  hoped  the  Bill 

would  not  proceed  Amkert 
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Mir*  Thomas  Duncombe  considered  the 
as  calculated  to  form  a  new  district^ 
axid  consequently  the  Church  should  defray 
tlie  exx>enses.  He  trusted  the  Bill  would 
l>e  thrown  out. 

Mr.  Galley  Knight  supported  the  motion, 
and  defended  the  generous  proportion  of 
the  noble  Earl  (Manvers),  hy  whose 
liherality  in  the  cause  of  religion  the  Church 
ivould  be  a  gainer  of  100/  a  year.  He 
would  cordially  support  the  Bill. 

Colonel  Sibthorpe  only  discharged  what 

he  deemed  to  he  his  duty  in  the  part  he 

took    in   opposing    tliis  measure,  hut    he 

disclaimed  all  want  of  proper  feeling  to- 

ivards  the  nohle  Lord. 

Strangers  were  then  ordered  to  with- 
draw.  The  House  divided.  Ayes  71 ;  Noes 
54>  ;  Majority — 17. 
Bill  read  a  second  time. 

The  Tea  Trade.]  Mn  Grote  presented 
a  petition  from  a  numher  of  persons  inter- 
ested in  the  tea  trade,  and  begged  to  put  a 
question,  founded  on  the  petition,  to  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.     The  House 
was  aware  that  all  teas  arriving  after  1st 
July  next  would  he  suhject  to  the  equal 
duty  of  2s.  1  dL  per  Ih.     The  quantity  of 
Bohea  imported,  he  was  sorry  to  say,  was 
unusually  great,  and  the  loss  upon  it,  there- 
fore would  be  very  considerable.     He  had 
been  intrusted  by  the  petitioners,  comprising 
the  principal  persons  in  the  tea  trade,  to 
ask  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  whe- 
ther it  would  not  be  possible  to  afford  them 
some  relief? 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  said, 

that  this  topic  had  been  recently  brought 

under  the  consideration  of  the  House  when 

he  had  stated  the  course  he  was  prepared  to 

pursue.    The  facts  were  in  a  very  narrow 

compass.     By  the  alteration  made  in   the 

tea-duties  last  year,  all  teas  imported  after 

the  1st  July  next  were  to  be  admitted  at 

an  equal  duty  of  2s.  Id.  per  pound  :  up  to 

the  1st  July  the  old  duty  would  continue 

in  operation.     Of  this  change  in  the  law 

all  parties  had  knowledge,  not  by  a  Treasury 

intimation,  but    by    a    po^tive    Act    of 

Parliament.      It    so  happened,    however, 

that  the  quantity  of  Bohea  teas  imported, 

and  ahout  to  be  imported,  infinitely  exceeded 

the  calculation  ;  and  under  these  circum. 

stances,  certain  parties  had  applied  to  the 

Treasury  to  be  allowed  to  take  their  lx>nded 

Bohea  teas  out  of  the  warehouses  after  the 

Ist  July,  at  the  lower  rate  of  duty.  His 

reply  had  been  that  the  Treasury  had  no 

power,  and  that  Parliament  alone  could  give 

thepariUa  relief^  if  due  ground  were  ibown. 


They  represented  how  seriously  they  should 
be  injured,  and  some  of  them,  perhaps,  alto* 
gether  ruined  ;  but  still  he  felt  that  he 
could  do  nothing  but  refuse  acquiescence. 
They  stated  further,  that  there  were  no 
adverse  interests  to  be  damnified  by  a  re- 
laxation of  the  law,  and  that  importers  and 
dealers  were  all  agreed  upon  the  point.  He 
had,  therefore,  moved  for  copies  of  the 
memorial  to  the  lords  of  the  Treasury,  in 
order  to  call  the  attention  of  all  persons  to 
the  pending  question  ;  and  undoubtedly 
he  had  received  intimations,  not  very 
numerously  signed,  nor  from  manyplaceSy 
showing  that  to  comply  with  what  was 
reqoired  would  be  injurious  and  incon« 
venient.  He  wished  it  to  be  distinctly 
understood  that  on  revenue  grounds  he 
did  not  oppose  the  object  of  the  memorial- 
ists :  Jie  should  make  no  objection,  as 
Finance  Minister,  to  any  relaxation  ;  but 
he  saw  very  good  reason  for  not  altering 
the  existing  law  upon  insufficient  grounds 
and  ex  parte  statements.  No  alteration 
could  be  required  till  the  1st  of  July,  and 
in  the  mean  time  the  papers  before  the 
House  would  be  printed  and  circulated. 
The  hon.  Member  would  excuse  him  (the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer)  if,  on  the 
present  occasion,  he  did  not  give  a  distinct 
reply  to  the  question.  He  was  anxious 
first  to  ascertain  whether  there  were  or 
were  not  any  adverse  interests.  It  was  a 
subject  not  involved  in  the  finance  state- 
ment he  was  about  to  make  ;  but  at  all 
events  he  intended  to  reserve  himself  re- 
specting it  until  be  should  be  able  to 
ascertain  whether  any,  and  what,  parties 
would  be  injured  or  affected  by  the  intro- 
duction of  a  measure  to  accomplish  the 
wishes  of  the  petitioners. 

Sugar  from  Beet-root.]  Dr.  Bow* 
ring  put  a  question  respecting  the  manu- 
facture of  Sugar  from  Beet-root — a  pro- 
cess which  he  understood  had  lately  been 
brought  into  this  country.  He  wished  to 
know  whether  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  was  acquainted  with  the  fact, 
and  whether  he  did  not  think  that  success 
in  such  an  experiment  would  be  attended 
with  the  most 'injurious  consequences?  If 
it  succeeded,  it  might  be  necessary,  as 
had  been  the  case  with  the  recent  culti- 
vation of  tobacco,  to  pluck  up  the  beet* 
root  by  the  roots. 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  re- 
plied, that  he  had  heard  of  such  an  ex- 
periment, and  that  the  result  had  been 
a  most  signal  failure. 
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^  tut  f*0>:^m.#'aK  oc  \tj^ 

M  »»*)»i(4r  toe  tbjy  on  cr 

Cf*sm^  J  «ai/MA  tMrt  i«ei  Uaaft  Ui 

Ir***-  ,  oi/mt^ftfi*  one  e»e<jig*g^»ejc   u  tke 

*Mv(«C  U  U>e  hicts  (if  tut  cue ;  aoG  if  J 
Mk«uM  Oe  auie  to  ut  tuait  rutes^cnt  t^efon 
U»#  ixHTtflfiitu^  lo  »  »iflppM:  and  mieli  poie 
tMMiiitr,  ttHMJfTti  J  fMVUoL  offer  anr  gv^eater  , 

f  Uiui«  lo  tu  *tU:rtt*<ro  ttiao  tue  y^utm  m-  j 
clw*«iy  witU  wiiK'b  i  imve  cuiiect^d  dt  ma-  • 
IaimU«    »i*d    tl«  cifsa/itf-M   vith  vbicb  I, 
#i«u  li  <-«,   I  fi-«l  frouli'ieut  thai  1  abaL  . 
!««•  a«  nbU  at  I  ftl}«tU  Ije  ftradv  to  expiaio  I 
any  |>4ii»u  on  aUicli  ea^UbaiioB  staj  be  ' 
l««)«»iiw|      'f  ijr  rowr*c  wbAcb  I  propoae  to! 
|itii*iji'  i>fi  iliiji  oi'<  »»ion  it — to  ftlitte,  first,  I 
llu  iiH  oiiir  and  i*}i[»«>r»fii(ure  of  the  laft,  and 
I  ill*  0  III  It  ijMird  iiuoirii'  and  expenditure  of 
tUv  |Mr«i  III  yi  Mr ;    arid^  afrondly,  to  refer 
III  Mil  iuin|/.ift)nv('aifioiJnt<of  the  revenues 
mI  iIm  I'liiii  lilt,  I' x'ine, Si jinps, Post-office, 
iiuil  r»ik»a.  Ml  llir  two  yrar«;    and  to  con - 
I  hull  Uy  tiiiiliing  nurh  |i((  iters  I  observations 
mitl  lliry  iball  In,*  oi  few   as  circum- 
iiMM«  will  |H'rrnit — ut  will  inHicftte  the  in- 
h  Mill)  Ntali*  iif  ihr  roiiiitry.     Having  given 
ain  It  I  .\|>ltuiiiMitiit,  It  Mill  become  my  duty 
III  -.liuw  111  wh  il  inoiiiicr  I  am  prepared  to 
ibtil  iMili  uny  miviiliin   ihut   may  be  at  the 
iii<|>(*-«t|  ol'  iltr   IJiMitr,  itnd  what  are  the 
It\^t  «i  \s\\\yh  I  pMi|m>i*  as  aiibjects  of  modi* 
H»  «iihiu,  inluihnn,  ur  repeal.     The  difli- 
(Mllir*  wMli   whu  h    I  h;^ve  to  deal  iu  this 
|<iUi  I  piul  ul'  my  tusk  ai«  damonstrated  by 
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u  of  icpcaiiiiT  ?L 
In  ponposin^  a  z'? 
tai  l2rfv«  E  ^■•cr^tTii'T  otjIj  one  cl:i£<  £ 
;:«/trrtcc« — ita:  cjae  v-bom   the  tax  a  'i 

:  hot  wbes  aPB  conf  v 
oS  a  tax,   tb£B  ns-LZ:' 
coc'jszlZiz^  Classes  of  the  comanuoitt  c:a< 
fjTarard.  eaa:  i>nHiia  its  i>arciciLiar  c-*  2 
lor  rsieef.  ace  tbe  confiid  b  fierre  .:>i 
fjnmci^-jc      Vc    see   the  agricnircr^'j 
ar7?^ed   in  aTpiizieiiU  tboorb  I  hope  ir: 
ic  loieres;,  a^oiast  tiie  maBulactaRTs ;  lu 
inu.oi:uctnreTa^   in    ibeir   torn,    cJarxi^ 
relief  m  preh:reDce  to  the  landholder;  t:< 
inhahiianta  oi  cmea  and  tovas  atterf'j 
thai  tber  bear  the  chief  barthea  of  dincx 
taxaiiob,  and   are  oilhkd  to  iaaedutf 
aiteotioa;    the  trader  and  ■aaa&ctarrf 
BoItcJUi.g  the  remisioii    of  those  duties 
which  repess  the  productive  iodastrv  of 
the  comuuDity.     In  a  word,  it  ii  wbeo 
we  cooie  to  consider  the  lepeal  of  a  tax, 
that  the  great  diflBcalty  of  fimnce  appears. 
Oa  lorroer  occasions,  in    finaDcial  state* 
ments  it  was  nsnai — and  I  think  it  was 
prttdeot  so  to  do— to  refer  to  the  finaacUJ 
transactions  of  past  years,  and  to  show 
the    effects    of   fonno-     redoctjoos   and 
economical  lesooroes.     I  will  aot  go  over 
ground  which  1  have  already  trod  for  this 
purpose.     It  is  tme  that  oor  doty  shoold 
lead    us    to    consider  the  redoclioo  of 
expendilure,  before  we  come  to  the  re- 
duction of  taxation.     Such  itdoctioo  of 
expenditure  is  one  of  the  first  dotie)  of  a 
Government,  and  on  it  the  repeal  of  t  \- 
at  ion  can  most  safely  be  br 
not.  I  reoeali  '  ^-i 
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nrm^f    to  Ibe  (odactiont  mftda  by  the 
-esant    Cov«rmnent,  and  that  of  Lord 
t^y    iA    former  years.     These  I   ha^e 
a  ted    on  former  occasions*  and  I  pre* 
I  me    th«t  those  statements  are  still  in 
le   recollection  of  the  Hou8e.     The  re- 
actions made  by  the  Whig  Ministry  are, 
liu%t«   at  least,  in  the  recollection  of 
•on«  Members  on  this  side  of  the  House, 
<Qd  cannot  be  undenralued  even  by  those 
.vho   are  opposed  to  us.    Bat  there  has 
j>een  presented  to  Parliament,  during  the 
preaeut  Session,  one  document  to  which  I 
cannot  avoid  adverting.     It  is  a  Return 
lUat  has  been  laid  on  the  Table  of  the 
House,  not  on  roy  motion,  and,  therefore, 
it   cannot  be  considered  as  prepared  for 
the  occasion ;  the  Return  I  allude  to  was 
made    on  the  motion  of  the  hon.   and 
^tvd  gallant  Member  for  the  city  of  Lin- 
coln.    I  thank  him  for  the  evidence  he 
has  supplied — for  the  opportunity  he  has 
afforded  me  of  calling  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  the  facts  contained  in  that  most 
important  account.    I  do  not  advert  to  it 
as  claiming,  for  my  side  of  the  House, 
the  exclusive  merit    of   the    reductions 
there   shown;   for  I    admit    that    hon. 
GenUemen  opposite  are  fully  entitled  to 
ibeir   ^are  of   the  public    approbation. 
Agaia    Uianking    the  hon.  ana    gallant 
Officer  (or  the  opportunity  he  has  anorded 
me,  I  proceed  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  some  important  general  results. 
It  appears  from  the  Return,  which  I  hold 
in    my  hand,    that  in     the  year    1815, 
the  establishment  of  the  several   public 
departments  consisted  of  27,365  persons, 
whose  salaries  amounted  to  3,763,300^ 
In  the  ye^T  1835,  the  number  of  persons 
employed  in  the  same  departments  had 
been  reduced  to  23,578,  and  the  salaries 
to  2,786,000/,;  showing  a  reduction  of 
3,797  in  the  number  of  persons  employed, 
and  a  reduction  of  salaries  to  the  amount 
of  976,000/.    Though  I  do  not  mean  to 
enter  into  any  minute  analysis  of  this 
account,  I  may  be  allowed    to  point  the 
attention  of  the  Committee  to  the  several 
departments  in  which  the  most  consider- 
able reductions  have  been  made.     In  the 
Treasury,    the    annual    reductions   have 
amounted   to  27,000/.;    and  by  a   Bill 
which  was  brought  in  under  £arl  Grey*s 
Goverament,  of   which    my  right    hon. 
Fiieod,  the  Member  for  Cumberland,  had 
the  charge^  a  further  annual  reduction 
has  been  made  in  the  charge  of  the  Ex- 
ch^uer,  to  the  amount  of  58,000/.     Id 
tliaJ|K«Office  the  reduction  has  been 
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29,000/.;  in  the  Ordnance,  122,000/.  t 
in  the  Admiralty  and  Navy  OfficeSi 
30,300/.;  in  the  Excise,  152,000/.;  in 
the  Stamps  and  Tax<Office,  1,031/.;  in 
the  Audit- Office,  54,000/.;  in  the  Vice* 
Treasurer's  Otfice,  (Ireland,)  23,000/.  I 
do  not  mention  this  with  the  view  of 
showing  that  all  has  been  done  in  the 
way  of  reduction  which  can  be  done;  on 
the  contrary,  I  do  it  for  the  purpose  of 
showing  to  the  people  of  this  country, 
that  much  has  been  already  eflPected,  and 
to  encourage  the  House  and  the  Govern-* 
ment,  the  one  to  demand  and  the  other 
to  carry  into  effect,  all  practicable  re- 
trenchment, seeing  that  what  has  been 
already  done  in  that  way,  has  been 
effected  without  any  detriment  to  the 
public  service.  But  I  hope,  however,  the 
House  will  see  that  the  more  that  has 
been  done  in  the  way  of  reduction,  the 
more  difficult  is  it  to  effect  what  yet 
remains  to  do.  The  Government  do  not 
mean  to  shrink  from  this  difficulty;  and 
if  any  further  reductions  in  the  public 
departments,  in  the  collection  of  the 
revenue,  or  in  any  branch  of  the  publio 
service,  can  be  carried  forward,  the  House 
may  depend  upon  it  that  they  will  be 
effected.  I  now  proceed  to  the  detail  of 
the  income  and  expenditure;  and,  in  the 
first  place,  to  compare  tlie  estimate  I 
made  in  August  last,  of  the  income  of  the 
present  year,  with  the  actual  receipts  of 
this  year,  closing  with  the  5th  of  April 
last.  I  do  not  adopt  this  course  from 
any  personal  motive,  or  to  claim  any 
credit  for  the  accuracy  of  my  calculations ; 
but  it  is  necessary  that  the.  House  should 
know  whether  the  statements  I  then 
made  are  proved  to  have  rested  upon 
sufficient  aata,  and  were  not  lightly 
hazarded ;  in  order  that  the  public  may 
judge  how  far  they  can'rely  on  the  prob- 
able accuracy  of  my  future  calculations, 
and  on  the  estimate  I  form  of  the  income 
and  expenditure  of  the  current  year.  I 
last  year  esiimated  the  amount  of  the 
Customs*  revenue  of  this  year  at 
20,000,000/.  The  receipt  has  been  no 
less  than  20,550,000/.;  thus  exceeding 
my  estimate  more  than  500,000/.  The 
Excise  was  estimated  at  13,270,000/.; 
the  receipts  amount  to  13,440,000/.; 
making  an  increase  of  170,000/.  in  that 
branch.  I  .  estimated  the  Stamps  at 
6,980,000/.;  the  Exchequer  payments 
have  been  7,051,000/.;  making  an  in- 
crease beyond  my  estimate  of  71,000/, 
The  Post-Office  rerenue  I  estimated  at 
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the  two  lusty  and  bare  thus  actually  added 
to  tlie  receipts  of  the  Exchequer,  not  by 
the  increasei  but  bj  the  reduction  of  duties, 
J  cannot  quit  this  subject  without  alluding 
to  the  increased  amount  of  Customs'  duties 
eollected  in  Ireland^  as  evinced  hj  the  Re- 
turns from  the  most  important  ports  in 
that  country.  We  ought  not  to  exclude 
the  amount  of  Customs  leried  in  Ireland 
from  our  consideration  on  the  jpresent  oc- 
cnmIoBi  more  especially  as  the  increase  in 


Year  eudin^  J^n.  1, 1833. 


the  consumption  of  fiscig^ 
the  increased  ooDumod  ovc! 
of  life  eiyoyed  hy  tlie  Ixish  pwipic.    If  «t 
can  measure  that  incieased  poves^  we  ob- 
tain some  insight  into  the  ptuigimaa  of  en- 
fort  and  civilisation  among  tbe  popnlitMB 
of  Ireland^     The  document   I  hold  in  b? 
hand  is  a  Return  of  the  Customs'  leo^ 
in  the  principal  Irish  ports  for  tbe  yean 
ending  \%SS,  1834,  1835,  and  1636.    Itii 
as  folbws:—- 


1834. 


Belfast    . 
Cork 

Dublin    • 
Limerick 
Derry     • 
Watcrford 


J5l81,000 

149*CX)0 

576,000 

90,000 

56,000 

102,000 


£194,000 

161,000 

546,000 

97,000 

56,000 

103,000 


In  the  year  ending  Jan.  1835 

1836 


•  t 


•  • 


Tea 


•  • 


1835. 

1836. 

£263,000 

iE5l9,0ft» 

166,081 

186,6X1 

661,000 

8i6,oar^ 

115,000 

iS8,a»' 

72,000 

85,CO' 

112,000 

124,00) 

194,000 

475,000 

It  is  quite  true,  that  in  the  latter  year 
there  is  included  a  considerable  importa- 
tion of  tea ;  but  from  this  circumstance,  as 
well  as  from  the  gratifying  fact,  that  there 
has  arisen  now,  from  many  of  the  Irish 
ports,  a  direct  trade  between  Ireland  and 
CMna^— a  matter  which  we,  who  took  part 
in  the  disoussion  respecting  the  opening  of 
that  trade,  never  anticipated ;  from  these, 
as  well  as  many  other  circumstances,  I 
derive  the  most  satisfactory  assurances  that 
tbe  condition  of  the  Iridi  pecmle  is  im* 
proving*   I  think  the  House  will  join  with 
me  in  the  oondusion,  that  upon  this  ge- 
neral statement  there  is  great  ground  for 
gratitude  and  congratulation ;  but  I  cannot 
conclude  my  observations  in  respect  to  the 
Customs,  without   adverting   to  the  re- 
ductions lately  made  in  the  expenses  in- 
curred in  the  collection  of  this  branch  of 
xeyenue.    Upon  this  point  I  am  happy  in 
being  aUe  to  say,  considerable  progress  has 
been  already  made ;  and  as  a  reduction  of 
the  expenses  of  the  collection  of  the  re- 
venue 18  a  matter  which  is  most  important 
to  the  public,  I  trust  the  Committee  will 
excuse  me  if  I  claim  their  attention  to  the 
aul^eot.    It  is  often  said,  that  it  bclioves 
this  House  to  ask*  on  behalf  of  the  public, 
for  information  on  those  branches  of  ex- 
.penditure  which  are  not  annually  voted  by 
vs.    I  concur  entirely  in  the  proposition, 
that  the  House  has  a  right  to  demand  such 
infonnation ;  and  it  is  with  a  view  of 
giving  it  that  I  take  the  liberty  of  now 
•atating  some  few  details,  to  show  the  pro* 

ipw  wehiTe  mde  m  \lk  heedi— 


EXPENSE  OF  COLtECTIOir  Of  CUSTOMS   IS  TBI 
UNITED  KIXODOM. 

(Exclusive  of  Coast  Guard,  &c.) 

For  the  year  No.  of  Officers.      S«l«ri«s. 

18tr  .  .         7731     .    ^819,686 

1822  .  •         6788     . 

1827  .  .        5220     . 

1832  .  .         4976     , 

1835  .  .        4809     . 


DimiDution  in  18  years  2922 


726,572 

565,021 
558,644 
261j04S 


CHARGE  OF  COLLECTION, 

1822  .  .  10  15     2  per  cent- 

1827  .  .  7     1  lOi 

1832  .  6  19  10 

1835  .  .  5  IT     3 

BRITISH  NORTH  AMERICA  ANP  WEST  IirniC5. 

1826  .  .         £100,522 

1836  .  .  84,852 


15,670  decreise. 
Fotare  establishment  67,998 
Total  eTSDlual  saving    •     •    £32,530 

I  think  by  this  statement  it  is  abundaotl^ 
proved,  that  we  are  making  considerable 
advances  towards  a  more  economical  col« 
lection  of  revenue ;  and  on  die  part  of  the 
Government  I  do  not  hesitate  m  gtvio^  s 
promise  that — where  it  can  be  done  witli 

Serfect  safety  to  the  revenue,  and  without 
anger  to  the  multifarious  interests  depend* 
ing  upon  the  proper  performance  of  tbe 
duties  attached  to  the  officer  of  Cuatomst 
we  shall  continue  in  the  course  on  whicfa 
we  have  entered,  and  that  whenever  s 
reduction  can  be  adeooately  made,  theo  a 
reduction  shall  take  place.    It  must,  bow* 


faxndincMh 

jaiBuiiDaau, 

April,  IBM,  M 

Aiul]  IMd.  >• 

<»on-ni«t<)> 

«Vtnd<*ia. 

rnnafctOam 

pH>dlii«r«n. 

pRmUVftu. 

Auctioni 

12 

1 

Bricks 

11 

39 

GUsa 

14 

17 

Hopi 

SI 

45 

Number  of  Lieeocei    4 

4 

Malt 

3 

14 

Pnper,  first  and  second 

class 

7 

e 

Mill-boatd 

7 

8 

Stained 

ir 

4  decrease 

Hard  soap 

15 

8 

Soft  soap 

1  decrease  13  increaae 

653  TJu  Budget.  {Hat  6}  7^  Btidgel. 

evar,  be  dearly  anderetood  that  the  lultjecl 
is  ooe  turntunded  with  much  difficulty. 
and  that  ia  many  cues,  a  reductioD  will 
be,  for  the  prtMot,  wholly  impracticable. 
1 1  IB  more  ihan  probable  that  the  cooaider- 
atioaa  I  have  mentioDed,  (oamely — the 
protection  of  the  revenue,  and  a  due 
regard  to  the  iatereet*  iovoUed,)— may 
compel  va,  in  particular  inatances,  to  in- 
creaM  eiiating  departmental  eatabliah- 
menta.  I  may  mention,  that  from  (he 
important  port  of  the  Clyde  we  harerer 
ceived  a  moet  urgent  remonstrance  upon 
thia  subject,  in  wtuch  it  ia  stated  that  the 
present  Custom*  establishment,  there,  is 
utterly  inadequate,  and  that,  as  an  act  of 
justice  to  the  parties  engaged  in  its  com- 
merce, as  well  as  for  the  sake  of  the  re- 

Tcnne,  some  addition  should  be  made  to 

the  alrength  of  the  establishment.     Now 

this  application,  if  well  founded,  we  must 

accede  to,  because  we  should  not  be  justi- 
fied for  the  sake  of  a  paltry  nasubstsntial 

economy,  in   reducing  the   establishment 

so  low  as  to  hazard  either  frauds   upon 

the  revenue,  or  the  interests  of  the  fair 

and  honest  trader,  as  opposed,   as  they 

must  be,  to  those  who   infringe  upon  the 

laws.     I  now  come  to  the  Bicisc  branches 

of  the  revenue,  and    here    I   expect  the 

House  will  call  upon  me  to  be  more  ex- 

plicitthan  I  have  hitherto  been,  and  to 

state  clearly   the   ground  upon   which  I 

venture  to  estimate    that  there  will   be 

found,  for  the  coming  year,   an  increase  1^36 

under  this  head.     Well,  Sir,  the  grounds 


upon  which  my  sopposition  is  based,  are 
as  follow : — Under  the  great  beads  of 
revenue,  in  my  budget  of  last  year,  the 
Committee  will  recollect  I  stated  what 
had  been  the  ratio  of  increase  which  in 
each  year  bad  taken  place  during  the  pre- 
ceding four  years;  and,  having  done  so, 
1  compared  the  last  year  with  the  preceding 
three  years,  with  a  view  of  showing  how, 
in  each  department,  the  case  exactly 
stood.  I  have  now  the  result  of  a  similar 
compotation  to  lay  before  the  Committee, 
and  it  will  be  perceived  by  my  statement 
that  we  have  progressed  still  farther  in 
oar  course  of  prosperity,  and  that  the  im- 

firovement  upon  which  1  had  to  congratn- 
ite  the  House  last  year,  continues  still  to 
flow  in  a  steady  and  gradually  increasing 
■tnim.  I  will  take  each  head  alpbabeti- 
eallj  ae  it  standa,  commaneiDg  with  that 
of 
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BO  that  under  all  these  heads  of  Excise 
revenue, — af^er  having  had  a  leife  in- 
crease last  year,  1  am  enabled  to  afford 
the  satisfactory  intelligence  that  there  is  a 
corresponding  increase  in  the  present. 
Now,  with  respect  to  the  duty  on  malt. 
I  should  observe  that  it  is  on  malt  I  anti- 
cipate a  very  great  portion  of  my  increate, 
1  will  now  tell  the  House  the  data  on 
which  this  anticipation  is  based. 


^Average  30,732,600 


45,317,000 


Being  an  increase  of  .  5,395,000 
To  those  who  doubt  the  policy  of  the 
course  which  the  Members  of  the  present 
Government  have  pursued — first,  in  refer- 
ence to  the  repeal  of  the  beer-lax;  and 
next,  in  resisting  a  repeal  of  the  mall- 
duty, — I  would' say,  that  I  think  the  re- 
sults to  which  I  have  just  referred  will 
justify  them,  and  that  Gentlemen  on  both 
sides  of  the  House  may  consider  that  they 
acted  wisely,  both  in  supporting  my  right 
hon.  Friend,  the  Member  for  Cambridge, 
in  the  repeal  of  the  beer-tai,  and  bis 
Majesty's  Qovemment.  in  resisting  the 
reduciioD  of  the  malt-tax;  because  it 
must  be  allowed  that  it  ia  impossible 
this  greatly-increased  consumption  can 
have  taken  place  throughout  the  land 
without  having  given  to  the  agricnUnrist 
the  fall  measure  of  the  benefit  indicated 
by  it.  But  I  anticipale  a  still  greater 
contumptton  in  the  next  year ;  and  ny 
exDActetion  of  K  itUl  ^ater  increaH  of 


die  HoHi,daiA 
34.  ;  ind  tiissft,' 
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prcyoae  to  extccd  it  to  £*ra:i::^ 
Tbe  rci'rf  ca  farming  stc-ck 
amcinited  to  sboat  3C.>Z"rw  a  Tear;  cq 
tbe  bcild  ngs  it  will  aryxint  to  abcut 
8,000^;  in  the  present  Teir  the  amoant 
of  both  wiD  be  about  15,>>:7.  There  are 
certain  ^Kher  small  taxes,  by  the  repeal  of 
which  relief  to  the  extent  of  aboat  5,\10QL 
will  be  gtren,  making  a  total  repeal  of 
aboat  ZSlfiOOL  m  this  year,  or  563.CG0/. 
when  they  come  icto  operation.  I  hope 
that,  in  proportion  as  those  redoctioos 
come  into  operatioD,  the  increased  con- 
sunption  will  greatly  redeem  them  in  the 
additional  amoont  of  duty.  I  have  been 
in  hopes  of  being  able  to  make  some  reduc- 
tion on  the  duty  on  maritime  insurances, 
and  I  still  believe  that  some  alteration 
may  be  made  withont  any  considerable 
loss  to  the  rerenoe.  The  boa.  Member 
for  Worcester,  of  coarse,  is  at  liberty,  in 
the  mean  time,  to  bring  bis  own  substan- 
tive case  on  the  subject  before  the  House ; 


e  have  the  gTcatest  reaacNi  to  t- 
tjt  oar  present  state  of  prosper. 
suK  thne  there  are  inrfiriitioas  « 
sent  Bh:nieDt  whidi   call  for  t 
Gentleman's  dose  inspectioiu    T 
cost  see,  in  the  great  extent  of  s. 
which  prerails, — in  the  nnmber 
which  are  rising  up  in  all  dir 
groonds   for    the    exercise  of 
caatfoo,  and  prudence.     I  app: 
there    is  nothing  in  these  circ 
calculated  to    give  rise  to  app: 
But  thoo^  there  is  nothii^to  ex . 
there  is  enough  to  call  for  and  j 
deooe  and  vigilance.    An  hon.  F 
me  reminds  me  that  the  hon*  M 
Exeter  would  never  have  forgive 
had  forgotten  to  state  that  I  an^. 
to  repeal  eotirely  the  additioou. 
ceoL  on  spirit  licences.     I,  ho\^ 
for  an  equivalent  to  the  loss  c* 
thus  sustained   from   the  open* 
plan,  the  detaib  of  which  ate  not 
matured,  and  which,  cooseqoer.t 
not  now  prepared  to  state  to  td 
1  can,  however,  inform  my  hoit. 
and  the  other  boo.  Members  who  . 
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was  the  cost  of  collecting  the  small  amount 
of  duty  on  that  article  which  was  still  con- 
tinued*   He  wished  the   right  hon.  Gen* 
tleman  would  state  whether  the  whole 
amount  of  the  revenue  derived  from  that 
particular  source  much  exceeded  the  cost 
of  collecting  it.    If  it  did  exceed  the  cost 
of  collection  at  all,  he  was  quite  satisfied 
that  the  excesH  was  not  so  great  as  to  war- 
xant  a    continuation  of  the    tax.     With 
regard  to  the  stamp  duties  generally,  he 
hoped,  when    the  proper  time  came,   the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  be  prepared 
to  state  that  he  contemplated  a  material 
reduction  ;  because,  as  he   (Mr.   Hume) 
had  been  informed,  a  considerable  amount 
would  be  gained  to  the  revenue  by  a  re- 
duction.   If  there  were  a  stamp  duty  that 
required  reduction  more  than  any  other,  it 
was  undoubtedly  the  stamp  on  marine  in- 
surances.    That  tax  was  not  only  bad  in 
itself,  but  it  was  the  cause  of  driving  the 
nrodt  and  advantaoe  of  marine  insurance 
rrom  the  shores  of  England,  and  of  trans, 
ferring  it  to  the  maritime   countries  of 
the  Continent.     It  had  besides  an  inju- 
rious efiect  upon  thegeneralcommerceof  the 
country.     The  impolicy  and  injustice  of 
this  tax  had,  however,  been  so  well  pointed 
out  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Worcester, 
that  he  (Mr.  Hume)  should  not  think  it 
necessary  to  say  more  upon  the  subject  on 
that  occasion.    The  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  seemed  to 
look  with  dreadful  apprehension  at  the 
spirit  of  speculation  which  now  pervaded  the 
country.    He  (Mr.  Hume)  confessed  that 
he  had  no  fears  upon  that  score.     As  long 
as  the  Bank  of  England  continued  to  be 
conducted  on  the  principles  upon  which  it 
was  now  sovemed  there  need  be  no  appre- 
hension of  a  crisis  or  of  a  panic    Had  that 
establishment  been  conducted  on  the  same 
principle  in  1825,  there  would  have  been 
no  crisis,  perhaps  no  panic,  at  that  time.  He 
was  quite  satisfied  that  the  banking  system 
throughout  the  country  was  in  a  sound  and 
healthy  state,  and  as  long  as  banks  were 
compelled  to  pay  their  notes  in  gold,   on 
demand,   there  could  bo  no  just  ground  for 
apprehension  or  alarm.    At  the  same  time, 
he    should    be  sorry  to   see    the  people, 
generally  running  into  such  wild  schemes, 
as,   unfortunately,  there  were  sometimes 
instances  of.     If,  at  the  present  moment, 
any  such  schemes  existed,  he  believed  that 
in  the  course  of  a  very  few  months  there 
would  be  an  end  to  them.     He  wished  that 
the  right  hon.   Gentleman  had  taken  the 
trouble  to  bring  before  the  House  the  great  j 


increase  which  had  taken  place ia&  h, 
port  of  almost  every  artide  oawlu^tki 
had  been  a  decrease  of  duty.    Thebcrt2s( 
on  some  of  these  articles  was  perfectlT  etx 
mous.     This  he  thought  diould  Ya^  r. 
an  encouragement  to  the  Honse  to  kih^. 
all  those  taxes  which  had  been  ve^. 
during  the  war,  and  the  eontanuanoe 
which  operated  in  a   direct  and  power. 
manner  to  check  and  impede  the  oomour. 
and  manufactures  of  the  ecmntry. 

The  Chancellor  of  ike  JExcft^^wCT-becri 
to  say  one  or  two  words  in  reply  to  sou  i 
the  observations  which  had  fallen  fnci  ^ 
hon.  Member  for  Middlesex*  That  l^i 
Gentleman  had  asked  why  he  (the  Cb  i 
cellor  of  the  Exchequer)  did  not  repea^  li 
whole  of  the  duty  on  glass  ?  In  npl: 
that  question  he  could  only  state,  tli^  J 
genenil  principle  upon  which  he  hsd  ar^ 
was  to  reduce  the  duty  to  such  a  ra*^  \ 
not  injuriously  to  press  upon  anypartjuj 
manutacture,  but  at  the  same  time  tDc 
tinue  so  much  of  it  as,  by  an  increased  ci 
sumption  of  the  article  manufactured,  &hc. 
make  up  for  the  deficiency  which  v'-l 
otherwise  be  occasioned  in  the  rev:- 
There  was  one  other  topic  to  wbidi 
wished  to  refer.  The  hon.  Gentle:: 
seemed  to  think  that  the  observations  vl^ 
he  (the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer^  ^ 
made  with  respect  to  the  spirit  of  spa^^ 
tion  which  at  present  existed,  impHcd . 
apprehension  on  his  part  of  some  impend.^ 
calamity.  That  was  not  the  case.  Buti! 
referring  to  the  general  prosperity  wli 
now  seemed  to  pervade  the  country,  ^^- 
not  at  the  same  time  stated  that  whic^ 
believed  to  be  true,  that  there  were  c: 
cumstanoes  connected  with  the  spirit  < 
speculation  now  generally  abroad  vrhu 
ought  not  to  create  apptehension  or  s^^ 
but  to  excite  the  attention  and  vigil^^' 
of  Parliament — if  he  had  not  done  tb 
he  thought  he  might  very  fairly  be&ccu(<: 
of  having  neglected  an  important  psrt ; 
the  duty  which  attached  to  one  SUhtg  ^ 
important  and  responsible  situation. 

Mr.  Goulbum  intended  to  oonftjnB  t< 
what  appeared  to  be  the  general  feeling" 
the  House,   and  to  what  he  considered  i-; 
best  practical  mode  of  dealing  with  ^" 
subject  before  them,  and  to  abstain  ^^^ 
entering  into  any  detail  on  the  vsri<'- 
points  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  ^^^ 
suggested  with  respect  to  the  repeal  vl  ^'' 
ties,    until  each   individual    subject    ^^' 
brought  in  a  proper  shape  before  tli^" 
Ho  knew,  from  experience,  that  t)ie  a(('  > 
tion  of  that  House  would  never  be  giu'i'- 
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any  questimi  wliich  wh  not  brought  before 
it  in  a  palpable  and  tangible  ibape ;  and, 
therefore,  if  upon  tbat  ground  akme,  he 
should  forbear  from  entering  into  the  various 
(jnestians  to  which  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man h»d  referred.  There  was,  however, 
one  port  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 

speech  upon  whiah  he  thought  he  might 
.  be  excused  for  making  one  or  two  observa- 
itiotis,  because  a  subsequent  opportunity  of 
-doing  so  would  not  be  afibnled  him.     With 

the  views  which  he  entertained  upon  the 
.  Report,  he  thought  it  perticularlj  denrable 
,  that  whenever  the^  had  before  them  the 
,  financial  statement  of  the  Chancellor  of  the 

Exchequer,  ,and  when  they  were  called 
.  upon  to  consider  how  thej'  should  deal 
.  with  the  surplus,  and  what  amount  of 
[  surplus  should  be  allowetl  to  remain — 
.  when  iheM  matters  were  brought  under 
'  their  consideration,  he  always  thought 
^'  it  advisable  to  rranind  the  House,  that 
'  in  addition  to  the  dot;  which  was  im- 
,  posed  upon  them  of  giving  the  utmost 
'.  relief  in  their  power  to  the  su&ring 
,of  miy  particular  elan,  or  to  the  pres. 
'sure  upon  any  particular  eJaaa  arising 
''  from  taxation,  they  had  jet  a  duty  more 
'  urgent,  in  his  view,  and  oiie  from  which 
^  they  ought  never  for  a  moment  to  shrink 
'  — tbat   of   coiiiidering    the    necessity    of 

providing,  not  only  for  present  means  and 


present  convenience,  but  of  regarding 
'  what  was  the  state  of  that  great  debt  which 
'  pressed  upon  the  country,  lightly  now,  per- 
'  haps,  in  moments  of  ease  and  comparative 

*  prosperity,  but  which,  in  more  difficult  and 
'  tempestuous  timet,  if  not  properly  attended 
';  to  now,  might  press  upon  the  nation  with 

a  weight  scarcely  to  he  supported.  If  he 
'  found  any  fault  with  the  statement  of  the 
'  right  hon.  Gentleman,  it  was  that  he  had 
'  passed  over  all  reference  to  that  question 
'    in  one  single  sentence,  and  merely  told  the 

*  House  that  the  National  Debt  had  under- 
gone a  reduction  by  the  conversion  of  it  into 

:  terminable  annuities.  He  was  not  oppoaed  to 
'  that  conversion,  but  when  they  looked  back, 

*  as  they  ought  to  do,  at  this  mode  of  dealing 
'  with  the  debt,  they  roust  bear  in  mind  how 
'    small  a  proportion  the  terminable  annuities 

bore  to  the  mass  of  the  debt  with  which  they 
hadto  deal;  andthey  roust  also  take  into  view, 

'  that  whilst  they  considered  the  reduction  of 
the  funded  debt,  they  niust  not  forget  tho 
annual  increase  of  the  unfunded  debt. 
Having  befura  him  the  finance  accounts 
for  the  l8«t  five  years,  he  hait  '-i-—  ■»— 

^    Irnabte  to  dtaw  out    a   ataterr 

.    prrigresa  which,    during  that  f 
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been  vaaAo  In  the  reduction  of  the  debt. 
He  found  from  those  papers,  that  in  1831 
the  total  charge  of  all  die  debt,  including 
the  interest  on  the  funded  debt,  what  waB 
paid  of  terminable  annuitiee,  and  what 
paid  for  unfunded  debt,  amounted  in  round 
numbera  to  38,350,000/.  In  1856,  taking 
the  Bocount  which  had  that  day  been 
printed,  and  placed  in  their  bands,  and 
which,  perhaps,  did  not  present  an  exact 
analogy,  being  made  up  to  the  quarter 
ending  in  January  instead  of  tbat  ending 
In  April,  but  which  he  was  obliged  to 
resort  to,  having  no  other — by  that  account, 
he  obeerred,  that  the  total  amount  of  the 
charge  of  the  debt  last  year  was 
aSJSiflOOL,  bein^  an  increase  in  the 
charge  of  the  debt  since  the  year  1831,  of 
upwards  of  400,000^ ;  and  this  increased 
sum  did  not  include  the  annual  interest  on 
the  West-Indian  loan.  This  increase  in 
the  charge  of  the  debt,  too,  it  must  be  ob. 
served,  had  taken  place,  notwithstanding 
the  advantages  which  the  Government 
had  enjoyed  since  the  year  1831,  of  r^- 
lieving  the  country  of  an  annual  burden  of 
50,000/.,  by  a  reduction  of  the  Four  per 
Cents. ;  and  also  t^  another  obtained  from 
the  altered  bargain  with  the  Bank  of 
England  of  lOO.OOOi.  With  all  these 
advantages  they  were  now  about  450,0001. 
worse  uan  they  were  in  the  year  1831. 
Thia  was  a  point  to  which  he  thought  the 
attention  of  the  House  ought  always  to  he 
directed.  They  had  been  constantly,  and 
were  still  constantly,  in  the  habit  of  issu- 
ing annually  an  augmentation  of  exchequer 
bills,  and  thence,  in  a  great  degree,  arose 
the  increased  charge,  which  he  was 
anxious  to  point  out,  in  order  that  steps 
might  be  taken  for  its  reduction.  He 
wished  the  House  not  to  be  led  away  by  a 
notion  tbat  tlie  receipts  were  so  much 
above  the  expenditure.  It  might  be  said, 
which  be  admitted,  that  part  of  the  in. 
crease  arose  from  the  conversion  of  inter- 
minable into  terminable  annuities.  But 
there  was  little  consolation  to  be  derived 
from  that.  In  1831  the  unfunded  debt 
amounted  to  S5,600,0Q0L  In  the  present 
year  it  amounted  to  about  29,000,000/., 
being  an  increase,  «nce  the  year  1831,  of 
8,400,000/.  He  begged  the  House  to 
understand,  that  he  did  not  wish  to  inter- 
fere with  the  course  which  the  Govern, 
ment  adopted  in  issuing  excliequer  bills; 
but  what  he  contended  for  was  this,  that 

1  to  the 
1  respect 
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a  limiUtion  of  the  sise  of  the  paper»  be- 
cause the  schedule  which  was  annexed  to 
his  richt  hon.  Friend's  proposed  BilU  al* 
thou^  it  did  contain  particular  provisions 
with  respect  to  the  supplement^  they  were 
oertainly  not  the  provisions  which  Mr. 
Huskia^on    proposed.     [Mr.    Ooulbum: 
Yte,  they  were.]    He  could  not  conceive 
bow  that  could  be,  because  Mr.  Huskis- 
son   proposed  no   limitation   whatever; 
whereas,  his  right   hon.  Friend's  clause 
applied  to  a  supplement  containing  a  cer- 
tain number  of  advertisements,  and  sold 
at  a  particular  price  ',  and  it  contained  an 
enactment  specially  limiting  the  size  of 
the  paper  itself.    With  these  documents 
before  nim,  he  could  not  suppose  that  his 
right  hon.  Friend  had  abandoned  the  in- 
tention embodied  in  them,  until  he  heard 
it  announced  by  himself.     The  Act  of 
1824  limited  the  size  of  the  papers  to  32 
inches  by  SO,  but  Mr*  Uuskisson  removed 
that  restriction,  and  allowed  newspapers 
to  be  printed  on  paper  of  any  sise.   Now, 
in  the  schedule  of  his  right  hon.  Friend 
there  was  a  certain  restriction — not  with 
respect  to  the  contents  of  the  supplements, 
but  to  the  size  of  the  sheets  on  which  they 
were  to  be  printed,  which  was  specially 
limited  and   controlled  by   the  enacting 
clause  of  the  bill  which  he  then  had 
before  him.    After  the  explanation  of  his 
right  hon.  Friend,  he  could  entertain  no 
doubt  of  his  having  abandoned  this  in- 
tention, and  of  his  having  determined  not 
to  bring  in  the  Bill  in  the  shai^e  he  origi- 
nally contemplated.    The  next  point  in- 
volved a  matter  of  private  and  individual 
faith»  and    he   therefore    entreated  the 
patient  attention  of  the  House.     On  a 
former  occasion,  when  the  petition  of  the 
newspaper  proprietors  was  presented,  he 
took  upon  himself  to  express   the  very 
ffreat  surprise  he  felt  at  the  course  adopted 
by  the  individuals  who  had  signed  it,  be- 
cause he  had  been  in  communication  with 
those  individuals  throughout  the  whole 
proceedinffs,  and  because  every  suggestion 
upon  which  he  had  acted  had  been  ^opted 
with  their   knowledge.    Now^  an  utter 
denial  had  been  given  to  this  assertion, 
and  his  right  hon.  Friend  had  repeated 
that  denial  in  the  House.    This  being  the 
case,  he  felt  it  a  duty  which  he  owed  alike 
to  himself  and  to  the  House,  to  give  the 
fullest  explanation  of  the  whole  transac- 
tion i   an  explanation  which  he  trusted 
the  House  would  admit  to  be  perfectly 
and  entirely  satisfactory.    The  question 

WM^  had  he  really  been  in  communication 


with  the  parties  who  had  petitkned  1^ 
House.  Next,  with  respect  to  the  s-^^^-- 
ficial  measurement  of  the  paper,  tDd:v. 
limits  he  had  adopted — ^he  had  ad  :  ^: 
them  with  their  privity  and  knowWl?. 
It  was  in  the  month  of  July  last  thii  t-. 
had  been  first  applied  to  to  receive  a  d:..* 
taUon  on  the  part  of  the  Liondon  N%t- 
paper  Press,  stating  the  then  vioU*.  •- 
of  the  law  which  were  constantly  tak.-, 
place,  and  requesting  immediate  protev*.  . 

from  the  infringement   of  their  eiiv  ': 
rights.    He  wrote  in  reply  to  that  rq::- 
as  he  did  to  every  other  of  a  similar  -♦ 
scription,  that  he   should  be    ha^pj  * 
receive  the  deputation  at    a  conveii:'.:* 
period,  which  he  named.      The  paper  » 
now  held  in  his  hand  was  the  paper  wf^ 
was  delivered  to  him  as  the  autbon(7 : 
the  deputation.    It  was   signed  oo  i 
part  of  The  Times,  ou   the   part  of  f 
Globe,  on  the  part  of  The  Standard.  • 
the  part  of  The  Sun,  on  the  part  of  t 
Morning  Advertiser,  on  the   part  of  I 
Age,  on  the  part  of  The  Dispatch,  on ' 
part  of  The  Courier^  and  on  the  par 
The  Belts  Weekly  Messenger.    The  d< 
tation  stated  to  him  that  they  represer 
the  newspaper  proprietors  of  the  cit  - 
London,  and  he  so  received   theiO' 
gave  them  an  answer  with  respect  tr 
then  state  of  the  law,  with  which  it '' 
immaterial  to  trouble  the  House ;  ar* 
developed  to  that  deputation,  in  July  ^ 
the  very  scheme  he  had  now  opeoe^' 
the  reduction  of  the  permanent  dut  . 
which  communication  he  now  foo     - 
pencil  note  on  the  back  of  the  |*'' 
Subsequently,  the  chairman  of  that  i  • - 
ing  wrote  to  see  him  again  on  tb^ . 
of  the  newspaper  jiroprietors  of  the  ci: 
London.     He  saw  him  repeatedly  au 
wards,  not  singly,  but  with  five  oi 
other  gentlemen  ^  he  was  always  adinu> 
to  see  him,  for  he  had  made  it  a  Tih< 
receive,  not  only  the  friends  to  the  e 
repeal  of  the  tax,  but  those  who  were 
posed  to  it.    These  gentlemen  atti- 
in  Downing-street,  and  saw  him,  ai 
representing  that  they  were  the  comiii 
—the  same  committee  emanating  ' 
the  meeting  of  newspaper  proprietoi 
the  city  of  London,  whose  paper  he  - 
held  in  his  hand.    He  held  also  i^ 
hand  a  suggestion  which  was  left  ^^'^'-^ 
him  by  those  gentlemen  connected  ^^  • 
the  alteration  of  the  measurement.    •• 
was  contained  in  the  following  re:-'  ^ 
tion :— "  Resolved,  on  the  motion  of 
BeU,  seconded  by  Mr«  Shaw>  that  a  i!  ;< 
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eTpltnatioii;  be  neirer  coold  have 
prod  weed  the  clause  for  the  poq^oseof  as- 
aerttn^  that  his  right  bon.  Friend  meant  to 
deceive  the  House.  He  had  alluded  to  it 
fbf  the  purpose  of  supporting  his  own  ar- 
rangement. There  would  Inve  been  no  ne- 
cessity in  the  bill  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man to  sav  a  word  about  a  supplement,  if 
the  sheet  had  been  originally  intendcl  to 
be  of  unlimited  size,  and  in  the  bill  of  Mr. 
Huskisson,  which  allowed  sheets  of  any  size 
to  pass  free  of  duty,  there  was  no  neccbiity 
for  the  mention  of  any  restriction. 

Mr.  Gonlbum  :— The  words  in  his 
schedule  were  precisely  as  set  down  in 
Mr.  Huski&son*s  Act,  and  that  measure 
contained  no  limitation  whatever. 

Mr,  Bailies  wished  to  a«ik  some  questions 
of  the  right  hon.  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  relative  to  three  points  of  his 
6nancial  statement.  He  be^xged  to  inquire 
whether  the  duty  on  both  descriptions  of 
paper  was  to  be  reduced  ;  and  also  if  the 
discount  of  20  per  cent,  now  allowed  on 
the  newspaper  stamps  would  be  con  tin  ued 
in  the  new  scale  of  duty.  The  other  point 
to  which  he  wished  to  draw  the  ritrht  bon. 
Gentleman's  attention  was  this — they  had 
heard  that  it  would  be  extremely  desirable 
to  reduce  the  taxes  on  raw  materials,  and 
particularly  on  cotton  wool ;  now  there  was 
also  a  duty  on  the  introducUou  of  sheep's 
wool,  and'  he  hoped  that  they  would  be 
taken  into  consideration.  He  wished  for 
the  reduction  of  both  taxes;  the  same 
principle  was  applicable  to  each ;  the 
effect  of  their  reduction  would  be  to  re- 
Jieve  manufactures  from  the  pressure  of  the 
import  duty  on  the  raw  material. 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchef/uer  said, 
that  he  meant  to  fix  the  duty  on  all  classes 
of  paper  at  \\d,  per  pound,  which  would 
equalize  the  whole  of  the  duty.  With  re- 
spect to  the  second  question,  as  to  the  al- 
lowance of  a  discount  of  20  per  cent,  on 
newspaper  stamps,  ha  had  stated  it  to  be 
his  intention  to  propose  a  certain  duty  ;  he 
•meant  a  certain  duty  in  actual  receipt. 

Mr.  David  Roche  thong^ht  that  the  news- 
paper proprietors  in  Ireland  had  not  been 
fairly  treated,  as  they  were  not  to  receive 
a  reduction  of  duty  proportionate  to  that 
extended  to  England  and  Scotland.  He 
begtjed  to  call  the  right  hon.  Gcnileman's 
attention  to  the  propriety  of  making:  a  still 
further  reduction  in  the  tax  on  glass. 

Sir  John  R.  Rr.id  wished  to  know  if  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  included  relief 
•to  the  Danish  claimants  in  his  Bndrrrt. 


The  (^anceUor  ofthm  H     I 
know  if  he  had  qutt^  wnti-t     i 
tionof thehon.    Baronet.       J 
that  he  had  placed  oo     t^  r   I 
male  of  a  vote  of  7S,0<.  . 
the  relief  of  the   Danisli    .    .1 
vision  would  thtis    be   tus-. 
had  lost  their  property  fyn    *l 
year  compensation    liad    ^-' 
those  who  had   lost   their   ::   1 
board.     He  regretted  that  •:  1 
possible  for  him,  with  the  5-.1 
already  stated,  to  enter  in::.   1 
of  the  glass  duty.    His  bon.  F 
him  (>rr.  Rochet  should  tc<:'     \ 
land  had  suffered  most  serert 
an  equality,    but  an   ineqnjJ  * 
An    inequality    could     not    e*: 
companied   by    a  system    o£  <.\ 
and  it  was  under  such  a  sy&te'L 
manufacturers  of  England  traJj 
the  price  of  their  goods,  but  for  I 
back,  that  Irish  manufacturers  tz\ 
nearly  extinct. 

Colonel  Sibthorp  said,  that  t 
hon.  Gentleman  seemed  to  h&ve  cci 
forgotten  the  agricultural  ioteres] 
claims  he  (Colonel  Sibthorp)  baJ 
pressed  on  the  attention  of  the  llow^ 
regard  to  the  stamp  duty  on  new-j 
he  considered  that  the  reduction  ofri 
would  be  in  eflfect  admitting  that  tht 
of  the  law  was  not  suffideotly  great 

Mr.  Blamire  was  anxious  to  dirt: 
attention  of  the  right  bon.  GentlrLi 
the  propriety  of  making  certain  mo:i 
tions  in  those  restrictions  00  tbe  roanj 
ture  of  malt,  which  were  found  to  l\ 
onerous  and  oppressive. 

The  Cluxncelior  of  the  Exchequer  < 
that  tbe  subject  was  not  altogetlier  nt  >' 
him,  and  had  been  already  under  cons;  J 
a  tion.     The  restrictions  were  in  theaist.^ 
undoubtedly  a  great  evil,  and  only  to  I 
justified  with  a  view  to  the  protection  of :  1 
revenue.     The  Ministers  were  as  much  .1 
teres  ted  in  the  question  as  any  individ.i 
Member  was,  for  when  the  restrictions  voi 
rigidly  enforced  with  regard  to  some  per- 
sons, and  successfully  infringed  by  other5. 
the  honest  man  would  be  rained,  with  pro- 
fit to  the  rogue.    He  should  be  most  glj<i 
to  receive   any  communications  00  t\u< 
subject,  and  would  give  them  his  carckl 
attention ;  and  if  the  operation  of  the  re- 
emulations  could  be  relaxed  ia  any  way, 
without  injury  to  the  revenue,  he  would 
readily  consent lo  it. 

Mr.  George  F.  Yoftng  was  sorry  (hst  ihr 
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'^Wdu.  gentlemftn  had  not  thought  fit  to 

'  '  '-'ifeany  relief  to  the  shipownen,  but  he 

If.ifped  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 

i>  u.]f  be  disposed  to  take  the  subject  of 

.  9;3  insurances  into  his  favourable  con- 

'/'■^fioxi,  not  only  for  the  sake  of  the  ship- 

>     ^,-3,  but  on  those  sound  principles  of 

>...I^4^  policy  on  which  he  had  acted  in 

.5nc5e  to  the  newspaper  duty.      ^The 

.^^^quence  of  the  present  high  rate  of  duty 

;  "^^  that  parties  were  effecting  their  in. 

^•^ices  in  foreign  countries,  and  the  re- 

~  'e  derived  from  this  source  was  dwindling 

;>.     With  respect  to  the  question  asked 

he  hon.  Member  for  Dover  as  to  the 

'  iah  claims,  he  trusted  that,  as  the  right 

^  I'j..  Gentleman  was  proceeding  in  the  path 

'.  -  ustice  to  those  who  had  su&red  by  the 

^.rageous  proceedings  in  1807«  as  he  had 

- .  v  year  relieved  those  who  had  claims 

• ;:  dng  from  book  debts,  and  as  he  proposed 

r^.s   year  to  give  compensation  to  those 

.^  iose  goods  had  been  confiscated  on  shore, 

/.^  mrould  next  year  consider  the  claims  of 

e   unfortunate   individuals  whose  ships 

. .  are  seized  in  Denmark  at  that  period.     If 

.  I^i  other  hon.  Member  brought  forward  the 

".iestion,  he  should  certainly  feel  it  his 

. .' jty  to  submit  it  to  the  notice  of  the  house. 

'  le  begged  to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 

whether  the  estimate  of  the  claims  which 

*  lad  been  prepared^  was  an  equitable  or  a 

*  egal  one  ? 

-•     The  resolution  was  agreed  to» 
'    The  House  resumed. 

Bishopric  of  Durham.]]    Lord  John 
'Russell  moved  the  further  consideration  of 
the  Report  on  the  Bishopric  of  Durham 
Bill. 

Mr.  Arthur  Trevor  moved  as  an  amend- 
ment that  it  be  recommitted*  He  strongly 
objected  to  that  part  of  the  Bill  which  totally 
abolished  Local  G)urts  In  th  e  County  of 
Durham ;  for  he  believed  the  great  majority 
of  the  inhabitants  of  that  district  were 
decidedly  against  their  abolition,  and  he 
ieli  it  his  duty,  in  the  discharge  of  that 
duty  which  he  owed  his  constituentSi  to 
move  the  recommittal  of  the  Bill,  in  order 
to  the  striking  out  of  that  objectionable 
clause. 

Colonel  Sibthorp  seconded  the  amend- 
ment ;  he  thought  such  an  important  Bill 
ought  not  to  be  brought  under  the  con- 
sideration of  the  House  at  such  a  late  hour, 
and  with  so  thin  an  attendance. 

Mr.  Pease  said,  that  he  was  decidedly 
in  favour  of  the  piinciple  of  this  Bill,  yiz. 
the  separation  of  the  ecclesiastioed  from  the 


cavil  jurisdiction  of  the  county  of  Durham. 
But  notwithstanding  the  amendments  that 
had  been  introduced  into  the  Bill  in  Com- 
mittee, he  fully  concurred  with  the  hon 
Member  -who  had  moved  the  amendment 
as  to  the  expediency  of  abolishing  the  Lo- 
cal Courts  of 'that  district.  He  (Mr.  Pease), 
however  favourable  he  might  be  to  the 
general  principle  of  centralization,  thought 
that,  in  this  instance,  the  principle  was  car- 
ried too  far  as  to  the  juridical  powers  af« 
fected  by  this  Bill ;  and  believing  as  he  did 
that  the  majority  of  the  inhabitants  of  the 
county  of  Durham  were  strongly  opposed 
to  the  abolition  of  their  Local  Courts,  he 
hoped  the  noble  Lord  would  allow  him  an 
opportunity  in  the  recommittal  of  the 
Bill  to  state  his  objections  to  the  clause 
which  enacted  that  abolition.  If  not,  he 
should  feel  bound  to  support  the  amendment 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  the  city  of  Durham. 

The  SolicitorGeneral  said,  it  could  not 
be  contended  at  this  time  of  day,  that  the 
Ecclesiastical  dignitary  of  the  county  of 
Durham  should  be  left  in  possession  of  those 
temporal  powers  and  that  temporal  juris- 
diction which  belonged  to  him  in  former 
times.  The  only  question,  then,  was,  whe- 
ther in  making  that  alteration  which  the 
Bill  proposed  to  effect  and  which  on  all 
hands,  was  allowed  to^be  a  necessary  altera- 
tion, they  should  take  that  step  which  the 
Bill  proposed  to  take.  Now,  the  object  of 
the  measure  was  to  place  the  county  of 
Durham  in  the  same  situation  as  the  other 
counties,  and  it  was  absurd  to  suppose  they 
were  doing  more  in  the  case  of  the  county 
of  Durham  than  had  already  been  done 
with  respect  to  the  county  palatine  of  Ches- 
ter, and  the  principality  of  Wales.  For 
his  part,  he  could  not  understand  what  ad- 
vantage was  to  be  derived  from  the  recom- 
mittal of  the  Bill,  and  he  hoped  it  would 
be  allowed  to  pass  the  present  stage. 

Mr.  Alderman  Thompson  assured  the 
House  that  the  inhabitants  of  the  county  of 
Durham  were  greatly  opposed  to  the  abo- 
lition of  the  Local  Courts.  These  Courts 
had  been  long  of  great  advantage  to  the 
county;  and  although  he  fully  agreed  that 
the  separation  of  the  temporal  and  eccksL 
astical  jurisdiction  might  be  beneficial,  he 
still  thought  that  they  would  be  wrong 
if  they  were  to  deprive  the  inhabitants  of 
the  county  of  Durham  of  an  advantage 
which  they  had  so  long  possessed  and  so 
highly  prized,  especially  after  the  dissatis* 
faction  which  it  was  well  known  the  change 
in  the  principality  of  Wales  had  created. 
He  certainly  should  support  his  hon*  Friend 
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r,uLA««r  ' :  i  tuer  nt  ;«rsoQ&»  ^t«e  •siiau  ae    tt^o  vere  anxitxis  to  rgf  am  Ji  '.^  "i^  : 
c^A.u   *  *.3e  oMUic«.iur9     4  ^iK^ti  'ik>rAi.zti :    tA^rrtt  Corpora rwnmi      Now  *iiui*«z  ^  '-• 


Aja     'MS  T.x  pcr^*fi«  vrno   ^ftoil  be  ami  ue    jiL3u;r^  that,  ia  tne 

c.A4rcti  •  •••>«  nxAv.r    4  'udtt    ■/nioiix :  and    ^j'an^xis  "w&t^  not  co  'je   r-cmiici   -.  * 


:u  ci*fc»j^;*t.i«-o  «un  :  je  name  ••!  tuch    ji>-    v^ir-ei   U-^ne  esisCAi   ^   arrrrrTT     ';-  ' 
Th.^*      3    •£!*      ^.iictiu,^*  A.   5,    led    C     mt^rs  ia  coQtraatai   wiin    'me      '^^rr. 
t-*  ;.t9  .nv.t  duuezeu  :   .i.d  tne  cumoer  •  f    :huae  ^r^at  c:tie»   chere   «*'^^-^«'j**^     ..^ 
rtrsf.t*-*  =o  1/  ue  ccct*?*!  ^.<iermea  i^&oaI    e    3i»ni£e  ninds.  ioMesd  .jf  rh>frc    Ji=:-i^  - 

-c-;.!  ri  "i' :'  «  QMOi'^^jr  ••i  pernms'so  to  k    w^as  ^»id  >\i  the  ^mailer  tawTLSv  tn»  "r 
e  •-t.u*«A  •.*"uu%..in'r>;  .uia  •^icn  niavor.  ^der*    *'uinia»     He  ^nd,    Iiis   oooi^    ^rieii- r  ' 
ni«:a,  Au%i  C'»uut.iii«'n  :  r  *ue  rime  'leinsj,  -ir    anxuiia  to  resnect  oirporaxe  n^titi    ^ 
*i>  m,*iiv  .'t  ^'itriD  xs  ><.aii  ar  duv  time  J^e    i-ind — to rescect  ancient  coxTH.imr''  — 
c.^x'toA  and  i.dve  atX'eiMcti   tre  •  nices  ^iiaii    icd  wiikh,  for  the  ttr^  cixELe,  cji-l:  - 
l«  ±r.%x  >;  cdi.cU  *  tae  »:'»4iQ4.u   of  such   bo-    '-rns  now  icnttd  to  invnie  ;     in    rz:- 
r»u«:ii.   *  Tnich.    he  onuid  rexi   thac    E£i-«viai?.   • 

I  w  L)nki  *  i  J?.v  f»uji4*  «  nitx'ted  co  it,    iH>t  on  i  rhnire  'iccasiun  be  tc^r:^Tz.>Ji-    " 
vs  :t  W4»  nv   t'Hif   cause    .I'lteriiien    and    wns  anxious  to  'io  this,  tor    tht*    r^'ir"  - 
C'uiivi  .(»r*  >u\iuid  be  ajiiK^iated   in  town*    ke«pina^   aiire  the  corpumte    nr:-i-"- 
tia:.:*M  ;n  scii«f«.uiLS  A  aad  li»     He  cuu;d    presemng  pp:»perty  in    the    ?» xn.:*    . 
?K)C  see  \»uy  Lorp«»r^UiHis  tHjjiit  aot  to  he    ?<>ns  conxDetent  to   mana  jt»    i*:^       3:: 
C*>eu  :.»►  .ari:%?  tuwua^      H«*  w^uid  u«t  ^ivp    nobie  and  learned   Li-ni  hud  :a  iH  i:-'    * 
ificm  Cu  >Uid4l  ti»vkOS*  tiir  he  aid  n«»t  thiak    tatire  manner assuird  diem  rixax  iri  *- 
tii<i&  v.iiniuiavi«*u»  viefe  iv«^iiired  in  soiail    «>c    Ireland    were    incompetunr     *"•»    Jt 
tu«kUN«  v:iL»er  la  Kn^i^iud  <>r  li>fiaad«     But    trusted   with    the    election    *y£    iL  "^  ^ 
he  :i:»t  i.i^  lu  Duoiiu  jmu  Mcner '.rt^at  coin»    were  to  manage  5uch  prr»p*frtx — ?ti-*  ' 
mciX.«a  tu»a»  itietv  cvutti  je  m>  aajitrer  in    of>aid  not   be   intnisttd  with   -jorh    ''^  •  * 
iCtvtuji;  to  :i»e   :.Hivpie  toe  maaiu^etueut  ot    either  with  safety  to  themiseirc;*    *r -^ 
tiietr  ><>«ktt  Aiiiiijfv     He  '^eit  ^luite  satisiied    to  the  cikuntrr;    and  vet  bw  -^nint  *h'i 
uiuk  lueMS  v,i>c)K»£aLiuu:$  were  the  :»trr>Q^    at  the  rerr  time  that  LheuobicanJ   f-' 
iiu.as- oi  t*r*ne>4.«iuit>ui  '-u   I  maud*  and  in  '  Lord  pronounced  a  gpnerai  st-ntence  *    ' 
ttiat.  ^<u>e  vtMUiU  uvuie  Lords^  ^te  won  lu  .isk,    oiwoetencv  a4^unst   a  whoie     pe-tr-^    • 
vuie  .\>£  ii»«u'   de^^rticd^u.'      If  tUey  were    aohie  oud  learned  Lord  called   their  ^'  ^ 
iini   ^(i'Uxui^aU^  »>i   i*r*«ce«>tants,  surely   it    tion  to  the  0th  Geonre  4th,  which  ^  •*  - 
v»»)k»  uku,  .ua  imooiu^  4%  litii  4b  au  auieuded  .  Act  i)f  Pari  lament  by  whitii  socn   nur^r 
Iwii  uktic  iu«iy  vHi;itii  to  i»uc  ui  eud  to  such  I  were  provided  for,  and   that  toe   hr  r>  - 
v.«>t|K/t<&LK«uo«     U  to«v  aid  so,  it  wouid»  he  ,  iar  elections  in   that  countrv;.      W  c*:  - 
omid  \K.*i  viKu*,  b«   taken  '>ttth   avidity*—  ;  noble  and  learned  Lord  said,  tiiaC   U''  ^ 
«t^tL%i<..r».  wuUid  iiiuiik  tile  Ht'U&«  ot  Lonis  <  in  question   bad  been  extensireiT  or    "* 
loi   ucxi(>wii<  >ucti  w\)4'porHituu:i>  and  cur    the  nobie  and  learned  Lord  arsrrn*;  u:*^ 
>«iUco  tiKv  \«uuta  De  mucli  ubiii^i  to  them,  j  an  .u^iment  Itir  getting  rid  of  the  o^* 
Si.ivVitiV  -XiK'^it)^,  a«>  ne  viid«  that  no  mis-^ :  rate  jurisdictions   in     Ireland*    cciu.'i  '-- 
\.iuck  ctmid   .uiiu«k    irtiui   Im%ii)«^  Coniora-- !  noble  and   learned  Lord   tell  them    A  ^ 
tuu.^  iu  'he  'aiv:e  tov%us>>  he  siiuu.d  object  '  single  instance  in  the  course  of  the  e^^> 
to  tile  ^uiU5<  ^^u^  struck  out.    He  siiouid    sive  applicaiioa  of  the  Act.  in  whic2i  i^ 
[Kv|»v3^  vi  iiiv»«.ioo    to   the  ed't'Ct  ot   ^iviut^    '^Hipuiar  elections  under  it  had  been  isDi'-" 
C  I  i,K  i.iwiou*  *o  .be  larj^  to \%m»  either  on  ,  ;)eriy   conducted?     Why,   what  «La  :^ 
i'iiM  l(c^>Oii  .KiO^  uou^tic  up,  iit  upon  the  )  :act  prove  ?  what  was  the  deiiuction  t 3 
ttuiu     vcuxliii^.       [^N  !sc*.'uuc     Mttovurruf:  t  the  uuble  and  learned  Lord's  adniis>.  ^' 
>ii>%w    it    ao'%.^      Ho  Houid    iu   tti«  hrst  I  Jid  they  nut  see  that  here  was  a  5T^t^r  •* 
{««.uc  >)'^k.m;  '.oc  sUum;  'ji:ui^  siruck  out«     |  uopuiar  election  which  miuht  beaprLecL 

I'hc  ^•.u\^vtc>^  <>t  l.^ii^uowHi:  feit»  he  !  t!ie  existing  state  ai  society  in.  Irvluu' 
xitvi^  N)/  :iiuch  oc  lUi^toKduce  >>t  *ht^  clause  i  They  thus  had  erideuce  on  the  one  side  - 
"  :t  \%'i»  ouc  ^^ii.vU  SO  iuubt'iiaily  jd'ccied  I  r'avour  ot*  popular  eiectiuns*  while  thcrt:  wii 
ci*>J  .:i»vi>«.U  :iiv'  ;»4«Uv*^a'^»i  liie  UiU — uiac  j  hm  avideuoi  on  tiie  otlier  (^r*  ^  'z.a 
ii  H^«o.  u<^.v,nm:.hc   oi   Km  to   i^i^e  a  silent  ,  because  tu  mukts  out  su  .  y. 

»vvv  ^a  u     I  :jv  ;ao«<  h4»  ^uv*  liiat  ag  '  bit   ia*""  ^  ;j 
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^ould  be  of  a  different  character  ;   and 
-^Vefore  that  could  be  their  Lordships'  deci- 
-  ioOy  they  must  be  called  oo  to  assume  that 
'he  people  of  Ireland   were  incapable  of 
"  ;hoo8ing  proper  persons  to  conduct  their 
jvrn  affairs  —to  administer  their  own  pro- 
■  iicrty.     The  noble  and  learned  Lord  had 
abstained  from  telling  them  what  was  the 
amended  title  which  he  meant  to  gire  to 
.  the  new  Bill.     The  former  title  must  be 
altered.     That  described  the  Bill  as  being 
one  to  reffulate  the  Municipal  Corporations 
of  Ireland.    To  *'  regulate"  them  the  noble 
^  and  learned  Lord  did  not  mean.     To  call 
his  Bill  a  Bill  to  "  amend"  the  Corpora- 
tions would  be  absurd,  and  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  had  not  yet  found  the  cou- 
rage  (so  we  understood  the  noble   Mar. 
quess)  to  call   it  a  Bill  to  abolish  them. 
But  what  was  the  real  title  of  this  Bill, 
which  ought  to  be  perfectly  and  distinctly 
described  ?     It  was  a  Bill  for  the  purpose 
of  vesting  in  one  man — for  the  purpose' of 
vesting  in  the  Lord-Lieutenant  of  Ireland 
— all  the  privileges  and  all  the  property  of 
the  Corporations  of  Ireland.     No  one  could 
suppose  that  the  Lord-Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
lana  could  administer  that  property  him- 
self;  every  one  would  admit  that  he  must 
have  agents ;  but  all  that  it  was  necessary 
to  do  to  vest  the  power  entirely  in  him 
was  to  provide,  as  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  had  provided,  that  the  persons  ap- 
pointed to  administer  the  property  should 
not  be  responsible  to  the  people,  but  re- 
sponsible to  him,  and  to  him   only,  and 
that  they  should  be  removeable  at  his  plea- 
Sure,     why,  could  any  machinery  be  con- 
trived^ a  more  exclusive  character  for  the 
purpose  of  making  him  sole  master  of  the 
whole  amount  of  that  corporate  property  ? 
That  power  was  vested  exclusively  in  him, 
and  yet  the  noble  Earl  told  them  that  the 
principle  had  for  its  object  to  prevent  ex- 
clusion.   Many  of  the  towns   in  Ireland 
were  exceedingly  populous  and  exceedingly 
opulent,  and  yet  an  attempt  was  made  to 
persuade  their  Lordships  that  there  were 
not  to  be  found  in  them  persons  capable  of 
governing  the  Corporations.    He  was  con- 
fident that  if  their  Lordships  adopted  the 
course  which  was  recommended   to  them 
by  the  noble  Lords  opposite,  tfaey  would 
take  a  step  which  they  would  soon  wish  to 
retrace.    It  would  have  the  effect  of  sepa- 
rating every  one  of  these  towns,  and  of 
laying  the  foundation  of  complaints  which 
were  not  the  less  likely  to  be  actively  and 
ooQutantly  proclaimed,  because  they  would 
iMirim  hota  a  perpetual  oompiuisoQ  of 


their  condition  with  the  state  of  other 
towns  in  England,  with  respect  to  which 
they  had  proceeded  on  a  principle  distinctly 
opposite.  It  had  been  said  that  the  whole 
amount  of  this  property  was  small.  There 
had  been  all  sorts  of  arithmetical  calcula- 
tions for  the  purpose  of  satisfying  their 
Lordships  how  exceedingly  small  it  was ; 
but  was  there  nothing  in  principle  ?  And 
then  did  their  Lordships  forget^  that  though 
this  property  certainly  was  small,  it  was  so 
owing  to  tne  mal-administration  of  the 
corporate  funds  ?  Mismanagement  had 
made  the  funds  small,  but  by  good  manage- 
ment they  might  become  largely  produc- 
tive. Their  Lordships  were  about  to  con- 
fer a  power  in  the  Jjord-Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land, which  he  was  sure  he  might  say  that 
the  nresent  Lord-Lieutenant  of  Ireland 
woula  be  one  of  the  first  to  disclaim.  That 
noble  Lord  would  be  one  of  the  first  to 
feel  he  ought  not  to  have  the  power  of  ad- 
ministering for  local  purposes  that  which 
he  could  not  so  well  administer  as  could 
the  persons  who  were  locally  interested. 
This  was  a  proceeding  in  the  inverse  ratio 
of  civilization.  Of  the  government  of 
Austria  he  wished  to  speak  with  respect, 
but  he  thought  it  no  disrespect  to  say  of 
that  government,  that  it  had  the  reputa- 
tion of  being  perhaps  the  most  cautious 
government  ana  the  most  apprehensive  as 
regarded  the  effect  of  any  charge.  Even 
the  government  of  Austria  had — he  would 
not  sav  introduced^  because  it  had  existed 
before— but  had  extended  and  conferred 
municipal  government  on  the  very  ground 
alleged  in  this  case,  that  it  was  the  great- 
est benefit  that  could  be  conferred  on  the 
people,  and  the  one  most  likely  to  prevent 
them  from  mixing  in  the  disorders  and  em- 
barking in  the  courses  which  were  hostile 
to  the  government  of  the  State.  In  con- 
curring in  the  motion  of  the  noble  Duke, 
he  did  so  in  a  disposition  to  meet  certain 
noble  Lords  in  this  House  in  a  spirit  offoir 
deliberation— he  would  not  call  it  compro- 
mise— he  did  so  because  he  felt  that,  with 
regard  to  these  particular  towns^  there  could 
not  be,  in  his  opinion,  a  question  as  to 
their  being  entitled  to  the  enjoyment  of  a 
continuance  of  the  privileges  which  it  was 
proposed  by  this  Bill  to  preserve.  He 
would  at  the  same  time  dedare,  that 
against  the  total  extinction  of  municipal 
institutions  in  Ireland*— against  an  author- 
itative declaration  from  this  House  to  the 
people  of  Ireland,  that  in  this  House  the 
people  of  Ireland  were  thought  unfit  for  all 
the  purpoees  of  lociU  goTernnen^  he  nust 
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Ev«rr  one  o#  clie  tpcecbca  vkich  he  liad 
Wm  to^igfct  6wB  the  Boble  Lofdi 
opposite,  bad  for  tkeir  obfed  to  show 
that  ooe  great  thini  of  this  eaipire  was 
aafit^  was  incapable,  of  bdo^  e;«Tenied  by 
a  popalar,  free,  and  efectire  CooslitatioD. 
It  had  bcea  said,  also,  that  the  Bifl  woold 
have  the  eflect  of  sabstitBtiiig  oim  exdo- 
sive  sfsteai  for  SDotber.  An  extraofdiaary 
stfaificatioo  saicHt  be  givea  to  the  word 
^  excKtsrre.*  He  thoo^bi  it  neaat  that 
which  kept  oat  a  freat  body,  and  admitted 
oaly  a  part ;  bot,  according  to  the  inter- 
pretation of  certain  noble  Lorda^  it  ap- 
peared that  the  priociple  which  adaiitted 
the  whole  was  excliisire.  If  one-eighth 
was  kept  oat,  and  seven-eighths  were  ad- 
mKtcd,  that  was  termed  exclusion.  ["£fe«r, 
Atf«r,"  frmm  ike  DrnkM  tf  ITelte^fon.] 
«Hcarr  said  the  noble  Dake.  What 
was  his  meaning  ?  Did  he  think  that  the 
whole  BOtioB  of  free  Goreiumcnt  was 
Ibatidcd  on  false  principles  ?  The  manner 
in  which  the  noble  Doke  cheered,  and  his 
whole  coarse  of  argument,  proved  to  him, 
beyond  a  ttoobt^  that  sach  were  the  opinions 
entertained  by  the  noble  Doke.  He 
thought  that  for  the  majority  to  bare 
power,  particulariy  if  they  conscientioiisly 
difimd  in  religions  sentiment  from  the 
minority,  that  was  exdusion.  What  was 
that  bot  being  opposed  to  the  principle  of 
f^  Government.  If  there  happened  to  be 
a  majority  one  way,  was  paMic  opinion  to 
prevail,  or  was  it  not  ?  Tet  if  it  did,  the 
noble  Doke  said,  it  iras  exclusion.  Pablic 
opinioD  might  be  wrong,  it  might  be 
tyranotcal — he  did  not  deny  that  a  ma- 
iority  might  be  tyrannical ;  but  for  the  ma- 
jority to  have  the  power  was  the  priociple 
of  a  free  Constilution — a  free  Constitution 
could  not  exist  without  it.  That  he  would 
maintain  in  the  face  of  the  noble  Duke, 
and  in  opposition  to  any  writer  or  speaker 
on  political  subjects.  He  denied,  however, 
that  the  Rill  did  give  that  exclusive  power ; 
it  made  no  distinction  between  Protestant 
or  Catholic,  Orangeman  or  Repealer— it 
gave  to  the  people  of  Ireland  that  which 
was  their  own.  It  was  now  proposed  not 
to  abolish  all  the  Corporations,  and  it  was 
thought,  under  the  circumstances,  it  would 
be  most  wise  to  support  the  amendment 
now  before  their  Lordships.  He  preferred 
the  Bill  as  it  originally  stood,  but  neverthe- 
less he  must  admit,  that  in  point  of  judg- 
ment, wisdom,  and  justicsi  there  was  a 


material  dttemce  hetweea  the 
and  the  motion,  whidi  otherwise  slaod  fcr 
the  coosideratioii  of  the  Hovie.  Bv  voir: 
for  the  motion  of  his  noble  Frinid,  tt^*- 
Lordships  would  possibly  g;iva  to  two  cr 
three  towns  in  Irdand  a  ssore  deaoentic&i 
form  of  Government  than  they  thoc^b: 
advantageoos,  bot  thai  was  the  fail  citer. 
of  the  error  which  they  woald  commiL  B; 
adopting  the  other  motion,  and  vksyiz  t. 
the  people  of  Ireland,  **  Too  ara  nnct  ic- 
popular  dections,**  what  a  stfaage  i< 
pregnant  principle  woald  they  net  k: 
vpon  !  Wonid  they  address  Irdand  o 
sach  langaage  as  this — *^  Yoo  are  ao6i  t: 
be  trasted — ^we  not  only  will  not  give  yo. 
that  which  we  have  giren  to  Soodaad  is. 
to  England — not  only  do  we  think  that  tk 
are  not  ripe  to  enjoy  the  firnita  of  ''e 
Government,  and  that  England  and  Sccc- 
land  were«^not  only  do  we  think  the 
bat  we  do  not  see  any  prospect  ef  ywar  A«r 
beeoflsing  so:  we  will  not  giee  yee  i 
chance  »wc  say,  that  yon  shall  not  go  ist 
the  water  because  you  cannot  swim,  i^ 
we  wish  to  confine  yoo  on  the  dry  stnc: 
eternally,  in  order  to  prevent  you  free 
tryrag  to  swim.**  The  noble  Doke  nic. 
any  one  must  be  blind  not  to  see  tbt 
difference  between  the  two  eonntricf ;  i 
they  legislated  for  Ireland  on  nrincip« 
opposed  to  those  on  which  they  legisUtAJ 
for  England  and  Scodand,  he  woold  cot 
say,  that  they  would  exhibit  tbeir  igcer- 
ance,  but  he  was  sure  they  woald  i^ 
Ireland  in  a  situation  in  which  they  eonki 
not  mean  to  place  her.  They  svere  boaini 
to  legislate  for  her  as  a  part  of  the  empire, 
and  as  a  part  she  was  entitled  to  free  repn- 
sentative  municipal  institutions,  which,  be 
would  contend,  were  singularly  adapted  to 
the  state  of  Ireland*  The  influence  of  tbe 
priests  was  dreaded ;  but  could  it  be  sop- 
posed  that  to  raise  men  in  a  humble  station 
to  offices  of  some  little  distinction  woul<! 
have  the  effect  of  materially  addiog  to 
the  influence  of  the  priests  1  8o»  agsii, 
with  regard  to  the  agitatoM,  he  thcHigtti 
he  could  prove  that  nothing  was 
so  short-sighted  as  to  fancy  that  by 
shutting  out  the  "agitators,"  they  de- 
stroyed their  influence.  The  real  nethod 
of  rendering  powerless  those  who  were 
carrying  on  that  species  of  legitiouits  vsr- 
fare  against  them,  would  be  by  adopting 
the  principles  of  this  Bill;  to  rejsct  iii 
would  be  to  show  a  disproportionale  degree 
of  suspicion  and  distrust  of  the  Irish  people. 
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ind  not  to  extinguish  thftt  evil  of  wbich 
hey  pretended  to  be  in  such  a  state  of 
serious  apprehension. 

The  Dake  of  Wellington  begged  to  assure 

Lhe   noble  Lord  who  had  just  sat  down, 

that  he  regretted  having  interrupted  him, 

and    the  rebuke  which  thai  interruption 

drew   from  the  noble  Lord  occasioned  in 

his   mind  no  unpleasant  feeling  towards 

him  ;  on  the  contrary,  he  was  glad  to  hear 

it,  for  it  involved  a  precept  which  he  hoped 

the    noble   Lord  himself  would  hereafter 

observe*  He  hoped  that  in  future  the  noble 

Lord  would  listen  with  patience  to  others, 

and  not  be  guilty  of  interrupting  them  in 

the  sort  of  way  for  which  he  (the  Duke  of 

Wellington)  had  then  to  apologize.     He 

begged  then  to  explain  what  he  had  said 

on  the  former  occasion.     It  was  this-— 

that   the  effect  of  the  Bill,  unless  it  was 

modified,  would  be  to  g^ve  to  a  certain 

class  power  over  the  property  of  another 

class,  for  the  mere  nnmerical    majority 

were  not  the  owners  of  the  property  of  the 

country;   that  he  would  call  tyrannical. 

It  was  the  giving  exclusively  to  one  de* 

aoripttOB  of  persons  the  power  to  do  almost 

as* they  plesaed  with  the  property  of  another 

description  of  persons. 

Lord  Holland  requested  the  noble  Duke 
distinctly  to  understand  that  he  meant  not 
to  convey  any  rebuke  whatever,  not  even 
the  least  complaint,  of  what  had  occurred. 
The  cordial  cheers  of  his  Friends  were 
certainly  most  gratifying — to  excite  the 
notice  of  his  opponents  was  the  next  best 
— anything  was  better  than  not  being 
listened  to.  He  always  liked  to  have  cheers, 
if  not  from  the  one  side,  at  least  from  the 
other. 

Lord  Lyndhurstrndf  he  felt  it  necessary 
to  throw  himself  on  the  indulgence  of  their 
Lordships  for  a  very  few  minutes,  in  con- 
sequence of  the  observations  which  had 
been  made  upon  the  course  which  he  had 
taken,  by  tne  noble  Marquess  opposite. 
The  noble  Marquess  complained,  that  he 
should  propose  amendments  without  hav- 
ing stated  what  the  title  of  the  Bill  was  to 
be.    But  had  he  ^Lord  Lyndhurst)  not 
told  their  Lordships  all  that  it  was  possible 
fur  him,  at  the  present  stage  of  the  measure 
to  tell?    The   House  adopted  a  certain 
resolution y  which  was  imperative   on  the 
Committee.     He,  in  order  to  facilitate  the 
business  of  the  Committee,  had  taken  upon 
himself  to  make  such  motions  as  were 
recjotrite  for  carrying  that  resolution  into 
effect,  and  though  under  no  obligation  to 


do  sOy  he  had  drawn  up  certain  amend- 
ments for  that  purpose.  The  noble  Mar* 
quess  must  well  know,  that  in  Committee  it 
was  always  the  practice  to  postpone  the 
preamble  of  the  Bill,  and  it  likewise  was 
a  matter  of  course  to  postpone  the  title  of 
the  Bill  until  all  the  amendments  were 
disposed  of.  The  House  must  see  that  it 
would  be  impossible  to  state  the  title  until 
the  character  of  the  Bill  was  ascertained. 
At  the  proper  time,  then,  he  should  submit 
for  their  Lordships'  consideration  a  title 
corresponding  to  the  amendments  that 
might  be  made.  The  noble  Marquess,  no 
doubt  unintentionally,  had  quite  misrepre- 
sented the  tenor  of  liis  observations — they 
applied  to  the  noble  Lords  in  that  House 
who  were  connected  with  Ireland,  and  to 
the  evidence  which  had  been  given  before 
the  Intimidation  Committee.  He  stated 
some  facts  from  that  evidence,  and  he  ad- 
verted to  some  particulars  which  must 
come  within  the  knowledge  of  those  noble 
Lords.  Upon  that  a  charge  was  founded, 
that  he  intended  to  strip  Corporations  of 
their  property.  What  foundation  was 
there  for  any  thing  of  the  sort  ?  The  ex- 
isting Corporations  in  any  case,  whether 
the  Bill  were  amended  or  not,  would  be 
deprived  of  their  property.  And  who  In 
future  was  to  administer  that  property  ? 
The  Bill  before  the  House  was  recom- 
mended to  their  Lordships  because  under 
it  there  must  be  in  future  nothing  but  equal 
justice.  He  had  no  difficulty,  however,  in 
saying,  that  the  operation  of  the  Bill,  if  it 
were  left  as  introduced  by  the  noble  Lords 
opposite  would  produce  effects  as  far  aa 
possible  from  equal  justice*  The  applica- 
tion of  the  same  principle  or  rule  to 
different  places  must  produce  dissimilar 
results,  and  could  not  lead  to  equal  justice. 
It  was,  in  fact,  as  unjust  as  the  practice  of 
the  Grecian  tyrant,  who  stretched  some 
victims,  and  curtailed  the  proportions  of 
others,  to  suit  his  unvarying  standard. 
In  what  position  was  Ireland  now  placed  ? 
One-fourth  of  her  inhabitants  were  English 
by  descent,  English  in  their  habits,  Eng- 
lish in  their  usages,  Protestant  in  their 
religion,  and  unalterably  attached  to  Eng- 
lish connexion ;  they  were  a  minority 
standing  now  on  their  own  defence,  ff 
ever  there  had  been  a  minority  standing 
on  their  own  defence,  it  was  the  Protest- 
ants of  Ireland.  They  had  to  contend 
with  a  population  alien  to  Englishmen, 
speaking,  many  of  them,  a  different  lan- 
guagC;  profesaifng  a  different  religion,  re- 
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acts  of  agitation.  Whenever  that  noble 
ron  ro&e  he  was  always  certain  by  his 
3d  humour  to  put  their  Lordships  in 
ttation ;  but  the  agitation  which  that 
ble  Baron  produced  was  the  pleasant 
arkling  of  champagne.  Very  different 
IS  the  agitation  which  must  be  expected 
Ireland  ;  it  was  the  fiery  eruption  of  a 
IcanOy  it  was  the  agitation  of  "  the 
asty  waves,*'  which 

**  Confound  and  swallow  navigation  up, 
Bven  till  destruction  sickens/' 

was  that  agitation  which  he  wished  to 
jt  down.  His  advice  to  their  Lordships 
as — "  let  us  tranquillise" — not  **  let  us 
^itate  Ireland."  Let  Ireland  avail  herself 
f  her  ingenuity,  of  her  climate,  and  of 
er  fine  position.  Then  she  will  be  great, 
lorious,  and  free.  But  there  were  some 
ase  men,  who  for  their  own  sordid  am- 
ition  kept  her  in  turmoil,  tumult,  and 
gitation.  They  were  more  ruinous  than 
he  storm,  and  more  destructive  than  the 
'olcano. 

Their  Lordships  divided  on  the  Ques- 
ion.  That  the  twenty-second  clause  stand 
)art  of  the  Bill.  Content  45 ;  Not-con- 
ent  98 — Majority  53. 

Clause  expunged.  Other  clauses  were 
struck  out  or  remodelled. 

The  House  resumed. 
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HOUSE  OF  COMMONS, 
Monday,  May  9,  1836. 

Factories  Regulations  Bill.] 
The  order  of  the  day  for  the  second 
reading  of  the  Factory  Regulation  Bill 
was  read. 

Mr.  Poulett   Thomson    said,  that  he 
should  have  merely  moved    the  second 
reading  of  the  Bilt,  and  then  waited  to 
hear  and  answer  objections  to  it,  if  he  had 
not  wished  to  remove  some  misconception, 
which   had  gone  abroad,  respecting  its 
'  nature.     He  was  the  more  surprised  at 
'   this  misconception,  because  the  measure 
seemed  to  speak  plainly  for  itself.     It  con- 
sisted of  but  a  single  clause ;  and  anybody 
who  knew  the  provisions  of  the  Act  at  present 
in  force,  or  who  had  attended  to  the  dis- 
cussions in  Parliament  upon  it,  would  find 
it  perfectly  clear  that  the  only  object  he 
I\ac'  * )  view  was  the  repeal  of  one  section 
^ct,  and  to  place  the  law  re- 
actories  in  the  same  situation  as 
*-^,Jt  "        'e  Ist  March 

itroduced, 


in  which  an  attempt  was  made  to  reatrict 
the  hours  of  labour  of  those  who  might 
fairly  be  considered  capable  of  deciding 
for  themselves.  It  was  rejected  by  the 
House ;  and  a  measure  was  brought  for- 
ward by  Government,  having  for  object 
the  protection  of  children  under  a  certain 
age.  After  the  Ist  March,  1836,  children 
between  the  ages  of  twelve  and  thirteen 
years,  as  well  as  under,  were  restricted 
from  working  more  than  eight  hours  per 
day.  This  was  the  restriction  he  wished 
to  remove  by  the  Bill  upon  the  table ;  and 
he  wished  to  leave  the  law  as  it  stood 
prior  to  the  1st  of  March,  by  providing 
that  children  between  twelve  and  thirteen 
years  old,  like  their  seniors,  might  decide 
for  themselves;  and,  if  they  thought 
proper,  might  work  for  twelve  hours  per 
day.  The  grounds  for  repealing  the 
clause  were  simply  these.  The  inspectors 
of  factories  had  made  an  unanimous  decla- 
ration that  they  had  found  it  almost  im- 
possible to  enforce  the  law  as  it  had  stood 
since  the  1st  of  March  last,  and  the  in- 
spectors, manufacturers,  and  all  the  oppo- 
nents of  the  Billy  bad  stated,  that  if  the 
clause  referred  to  were  allowed  to  continue 
law,  the  inevitabje  consequence  would  be 
that  all  children  between  the  ages  of 
twelve  and  thirteen  years  would  be  thrown 
out  of  employment.  The  Act  of  1833 
went  upon  the  principle  of  relays  of  chil- 
dren, each  relay  working  for  eight  hours  ; 
but  experience  had  shown  that  the  system 
had  entirely  failed  in  Glasgow,  Manchester 
and  in  all  large  manufacturing  towns,  al- 
though it  had  been  found  to  work  well  in 
certain  districts.  In  large  manufacturing 
towns  it  had  been  found  an  utter  impossi- 
bility to  procure  children  enough  to  keep 
the  manufactories  going  on-  the  relay  sys- 
tem. Hence,  therefore,  the  Bill  he  was  now 
advocating.  Then  came  the  question 
whether  it  were  advisable  for  the  ends  of 
humanity-rif  humanity  alone  were  to  be 
considered — and  keeping  in  view  the 
quantity  of  employment  in  the  country, — 
at  once  to  put  an  end  to  the  occupation  of 
35,000  children,  according  to  the  oppo- 
nents of  the  law  as  it  stood,  or  of  25,000 
or  27,000  children,  according  to  the  best 
estimate  Ministers  had  been  able  to  make. 
Upon  this  point  he  was  ready  to  meet  his 
noble  Friend,  (Lord  Ashley)  even  on  (he 
ground  of  humanity;  for  he  was  persuaded 
that  having  duly  protected  children  under 
twelve  years  of  age,  and  restricted  them* 
to  eight  hours'  work,  well- understood  hn- 
2B 
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inanity  required  that  those  between  twelve 
and  thirteen  years  of  age  should  not  be 
thrown  out  of  employment  and  cast  back 
upon  their  parents.     He  did  not  appre- 
hend that  sixty-nine  hours*  work  in  the 
course  of  the  week  would  be   found  in- 
jurious to  them  in  any  way  ;  and  respect- 
ing the  effects  of  it  upon  the  health  of  the 
children,  he  had   taken   the  opinions  of 
forty-eight  competent  medical  men,  forty- 
three  of  whom  agreed  that,  provided  the 
children  were  properly  clothed  and  fed,  it 
would  not  be  injurious  to  them,  while  only 
five  had  stated  that  they  were  of  a  contrary 
sentiment.     But  there  was  another  party 
who  found  fault  with  the  measure  on  en- 
tirely different  grounds;  but  he  did  not 
consider  that  this  was  the  stage  of  the 
proceeding  on  which  they  ought  to  put 
forth  the  strength  of  their  opposition.     He 
alluded  to  those  who  were  for  extending 
the  protection   to    adults    as  well    as  to 
children,  and  were  for  limiting  the  em- 
ployment of  all  to  at  most  ten  hours  per 
day.      He  appealed  to  his  noble  Friend 
(Lord  Ashley),  whether  he  would  not  be 
defeating  his  own  end  by  adding  hisstrength 
to  that  of  such  opponents,  for  the  plan  of 
a  Ten  Hour  Bill  carried  with  it  the  prin- 
ciple that  children  were  also  to  work  for 
ten  hours,  and  giving  them  no  greater  pro- 
tection than  grown  persons.     Both  now 
and  at  all  times,  be  protested  against  a 
course  of  that  kind,  since  he  believed  that 
it  would  be  to  inflict  the  "most  grievous 
tyranny  upon  those  who  having  only  their 
labour  to  sell  had  aright  to  make  the  most 
of  it.     Great  injury  would  thus  be  done  to 
manufactures,  but  double  injury  to  those 
employed  in  them.     He  had  not,  hitherto, 
looKcd  at  the  subject  with  reference  to  the 
general  interests  of  trade,  but  upon  these 
he  might  fairly  rest  his  opposition  to  a  Ten 
Hours'   Factory  Bill.     The    riglU    hon. 
Member  for  Tarn  worth,  a  few  nights  ago, 
bad  shown  the  great  evil  of  only  a  very 
sraall  tax  Iv  of  a  penny  upon  cotton     but 
how  much  would  the  evils  of  such  a  tax 
to  the  manufacturers  be  increased,  if  one- 
sixth  of  the  labour  now  bestowed  on  the 
trade  were  deducted  from  it.    That  would 
be  equivalent  to  a  tax  of  2d,  per  lb.  on 
raw  cotton  ?     Such  a  measure  would  be 
tyranny  of  the  grossest  kind  to  the  opera- 
tives, and  perfect  destruction  as  regarded 
Cur  manufactures.     Capital  and   industry 
would  then  find  their  way  into  other  coun- 
tries, and    England,  which  denended  on 
foreign  markets  for  th^  hirds 


or    three-fourths    of  our    manafiftctiiTes, 
would  be  undersold  abroad.     la  SazooT, 
Switzerland,  and  the  United  States,  manu- 
factories   were   rapidly    spriogiDg    op    in 
every  direction,    and   already    with  those 
countries  the  competition  was  great^aLiid  the 
contest  almost  doubtful,  and  it  woald  be 
too  late  to  remedy  the  evil  when  the  oper- 
atives in  all  parts  of  the  kingdom,  throw  a 
out  of  employment  by  the    impossibility 
of  selling  their  produce,  were  calling  fcr 
work,  and  expressing  their  willingness,  if 
they  could  obtain  it,  to  labour  even  beyond 
the  hours  at  present  required    of  them. 
He  believed  that  the  operatives  themselves 
were  not  anxious  for  the  adoption    of  a 
Ten  Hours*  Bill,  but  they  were  led  away 
by  persons  who  were  anxious  to   be  ap> 
pointed  their  delegates,  in  order  that  tb^ej 
might  come  to  London  and  he  **  hand-and- 
glove"     with    Members    of    Parliament. 
These  persons  deluded  the  operatives  id  to 
the  belief  that  they  would  get  twelve  hours' 
pay  for  ten  hours'  labour.    That,  of  course, 
was  a  proposition  which  could  be  treated 
only    with    ridicule  by  every   person  ac- 
quainted with  the  relation  which   existed 
between  capital  and  profits.     He  would 
propose  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill, 
and  leave  the  House  to  deal  with  it  as 
they   thought  proper.      On    grounds  of 
humanity  he  entreated  the  House  to  pan 
it,  for  if  they  did  not  do  so,  all  children  at 
present   employed  in  factories,   hetween 
twelve  and  thirteen  years  of  age,  would  be 
thrown  out  of  employment.     If  the  House 
should  determine  that   the  existing  law 
ought  to  be  enforced,   and    take    npoo 
themselves  the  responsibility  of  throwiog 
35,000  children  out  of  employment,  the 
Government  must,  of  course,  enforce  it ; 
but  he  feared  that  all  parties  would  have 
cause  to  regret  the  circumstance.     If  any 
hon.  Member  should  propose  a  Ten  Hours* 
Bill,  he  should  be  prepared  to  deal  with 
it ;  but  at  the  present  moment  he  was  an* 
willing  to  re-open  the  whole  factory  ques- 
tion.    It  was  most  disagreeable  to  him  to 
be  compelled  to  opsn  a  part  of  that  ques- 
tion on  moving  the  second  reading  of  bis 
Bill,  and  nothing  but  an  imperative  sense 
of  duty  could  have  induced  him  to  address 
to  the  House  the  few  observations  which 
he  had  made.     The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
concluded  with  moving  that  the  Dili  should 
be  read  a  second  time. 

Lord  Ashley  trusted,  that  when  the 
House  recollected  the  active  part  wliitii 
he  took  in   1833,  with  reference  to  i< -. 
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question  which  had  been  brought  under 
their    consideratioD    by  the    motion    sod 
speech  of  the  right  hon.  Presideot  of  the 
Board   of  Trade,    they  would  grant  him 
their  indulgence  whilst  he  made  some  re- 
marks upOD  the  subject.     He  had  the  less 
scruple  in  presenting  himself  to  the  notice 
or  trie  House  upon  that  occaeion,  because 
be  seldom  occupied  much  of  iU  attention; 
and,  with  respect  to  the  question  nan  be- 
fore it,  he  had  cautiously  abstained  from 
offering  any  observations  during  the  last 
two    Sessions.     Atler  he  ffas  defeated  in 
1833,   in  the  attempt  to  carry  the   Bill 
which  he  introduced,  he  avoided  putting 
questions  to  the  members  of  the  Govern- 
nient  od  moving  for  Returns,  because  he 
was  auxious  that  the  Bifl  introduced  by 
the  Government,  and  adopted  by  Putlia. 
ment,  should  have  a  fair  trial.     Not  such, 
however,  had  heen  the  conduct  of   the 
Government,  for  within  a  few  days  of  the 
time  when  a  clause  of  his  own  At 
come  into  operation — namely,  in  March, 
1836,  the    right    hoo.   President    of   the 
Board  of  Trade  gave  notice  that  he  would 
introduce  the  present  Bill  for  the  purpose 
of  repealing   that  clause.      This  was,  in 
fact,  a  condemnation  of  his  own  measure 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.     The  mair 
ground  upon  which  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman  rested   the  present  Bill,  are  the 
reports  of  the  inspectors.     But  if  any  hi 
Member  would  take  the  trouble  to  refer 
to  those  documents  he  would  find  that  the 
Statements  contained  in  them  tvere  totally 
unsupported    by    evidence.     The    House 
was  called  upon   to  affirm,  by  a  solemn 
decision,  in  defiance  of  all  the  evidence 
obtained  from  1802  to  the  present  day, 
that  twelve   hours  were  not  too    long  a 

Kriod  for  children,  twelve  years  of  age,  to 
H)ur.  Like  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
he  would  not  enter  into  any  discussion  re- 
specting the  Ten  Hours'  Bill,  but  would 
confine  himself  to  the  single  point  which 
was  brooght  nnder  the  consideration  of 
the  House  by  the  present  Bill.  The  right 
lion.  Gentleman  said,  that  in  bringing 
forward  this  measure,  he  was  actuated 
solely  by  a  desire  to  benefit  the  children. 
He  gave  the  right  hon.  Genlleman  credit 
tor  having  that  intention,  but  he  doubted 
whether  the  provisions  of  the  Bill  would 
allow  it  to  be  carried  into  effect.  Every 
argument  which  had  been  directed  against 
his  (Lord  Ashley's)  Bill,  in  1833,  ihe- 
rigbt  hon.  Gentleman  now  ureed 
hii  own  Act.    The  all 
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'  foreigd  competition  was  as  valid  an  argu- 
ment in  1S33  as  at  the  present  period; 
but  in  1833  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
successfully  refuted  that  and  ell  other  ar- 
guments founded  on  the  danger  of  legis- 
lutive  interference  between  roasters  and 
workmen.  The  right  ban.  Gentleman 
having  then  refuted  his  opponents,  now 
came  down  and  refuted  his  refutation. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  said,  that  if 
the  House  should  refuse  to  pass  the  Bill, 
35,000  children  would  be  thrownout  of 
employment;  but  he  (Lord  Ashley)  had 
taken  some  pains  to  obtain  information 
upon  that  point,  and  he  had  been  told 
(and  amongst  others  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Oldbam,  who  was  a  high  authority  on 
the  subject)  that  it  was  utterly  impossible 
fur  the  mill-owners  to  carry  on  their  busi' 
ness  if  they  were  to  dismiss  the  children 
under  the  age  of  thirteen  in  their  employ- 
ment. If  his  information  was  correct, 
the  argument  upon  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentlemaa  founded  the  anticipated  dis- 
missal of  the  children  must  fall  to  the 
ground.  He  would  read  some  extracts 
from  tha  evidence  of  the  iospectOrs  to 
show  that  it  wu  at  least  extremely  im- 
probable that  the  services  of  chUdren 
under  the  age  of  thirteen  could  be  dis- 
pensed with. 

Mr.  Rickarda  said,— 

"  An  influl  of  fresh  hands  from  the  agrl- 
ctillural  diitricts  would  be  no  relief  to  them 
(the  larger  mill-owuers),  for  children  entering 
milli  for  the  first  time  at  IhirlaeD  and  fourteen 
years  of  age  never  can  become  eKpart  workers; 
'  ey  must  begin  at  an  earlier  age. 

Mr.  Horner  •.'-~ 

"  The  tendency  of  improvement  in  macU* 
neryli  more  and  mors  to  substhute  infhnt  for 
adalt  labour." 

Also:— 

"  We  fiave  found  that  the  number  of  children 

iplojad,  are  rapidly  increasing,  in  codse- 
quence  of  the  tendency  of  improvements  in 
mBchiDery  to  throw  more  and  more  of  work 
upon  children,  to  the  displacement  of  adult 
'  ^>ou^." — 1st  Report,  p.  51. 

Mr.    Rickarda,  in   his   Report  of  Feb- 

New  mills  are  now  erecting  in   various 

parts  of  the  Country,  and  many  old  ones  bein|{ 

same   time  enlarged   or  improved,  moi« 

lore  hnniU  will  consequently  he  wanted  ; 

the  dcinnnd    for  children  wilt    prnporlionslly 


poga  2(i,  speaking  of  the  determma- 
nf  miutera  to  part  witfa  their  y«uNger 
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"  I  omaot,  bowerer,  bring  myself  to  bdiew 
thai  this  determinatioii  will  be  carried  to  tbe 
extent  ibfeatened,  because  it  appears  to  me 
timt,  ae  a  general  measare,  masters  will  be  on- 
able  to  feraish  themselv^es  with  the  required 
mbstitatcs ;  but  that  it  will  be  geaerally  at- 
tempted autid  partially  executed  I  cannot 
doubt,  and  that  mach  incoavenience  and  in- 
jury will  be  tbe  result.'' 

He  appealed  to  the  hon.  Members  wbo 
ni  behind  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  and 
who  had  experience  open  this  subject,  and 
he  challenged  them  to  declare  whether  they 
helieTed  that  factories  could  be  carried  on  at 
all  withoat  tbe  assistance  of  children  tinder 
the  age  of  thirteen  years.  If  they  answered, 
as  they  must  do^  in  the  negatiTe,  there  was 
an  end  of  that  part  of  the  right  hon.  Gen^ 
tleman's  case.  He  woidd  now  advert  to 
the  original  necessity  which  existed  for  le- 
gislation upon  this  subject.  The  Hoose 
woold  recollect  that  in  1833,  he  bnmghtin 
a  Bill  which  was  fotraded  upon  the  evi- 
dence taken  before  the  Committee  of  which 
Mr.  Sadler  was  the  Chainnani  Many 
Members  contended  that  the  case  of  the 
operalires  only  had  been  considered  by  that 
Committee,  to  the  exclusion  of  the  case  of 
the  milkowners.  A  Commisskm  was  subse- 
qnently  issued  to  collect  eridence  in  the 
country,  and  those  Commissioners  made  a 
long  Report,  from  which  he  proposed  now  to 
read  a  few  extracts.  He  begged  the  House 
to  hear  in  mind,  that  he  would  read  only 
from  the  Report  of  the  Commissbners,  whi<^ 
might  be  nid  to  contain  the  mUUowners' 
case,  and  he  would  not  quote  one  word  from 
the  evidence  given  before  the  Parliamentary 
Committee. 


if  it 


u 


In  Scotland  (where  the  boors  are  some- 
what longer  than  in  England),  complaints  of 
diildren  uniform — '  sick,  tired,  especially  in 
tbe  winter  niglits  ;'  '  feels  so  tired,  she  throws 
herself  down  when  she  goes  home,  not  caring 
what  she  does.'  '  She  looks  on  the  long  hours 
as  a  great  bondage ;  thinks  they  are  not  much 
better  than  the  Israelites  in  Egypt,  and  their 
life  is  no  pleasure  to  them/  '  Are  the  hours  to 
be  shortened,'  earnestly  demanded  one  of  these 
girls  of  the  Commissioner  who  was  examining 
her,  'for  they  are  too  long?'  These  state- 
ments were  confirmed  by  the  evidence  of  the 
adult  operatives.  'The  young  workers  are 
absolutely  oppressed,  and  so  tired  as  to  be  un- 
Hble  to  sit  down  or  rise  up ;  so  tired,  that  they 
often  cannot  raise  their  hands  to  their  heads  ! 
'The  children,  when  engased  in  their  regular 
work,  are  often  exhausted  beyond  what  can  be 
expressed.'  '  The  sufierings  of  the  children  ab- 
solutely require  that  the  hours  should  be  short- 
ened/ An  overlooker  states, —  ' Hours  of 
labour  too  long ;  has  tweoty^four  boys  under  his 
charge^  from  nine  to  foi^'  '  gene* 


*  tm 


nSkf  moeb  tucd  i  always 
be  near  the  mill  stoppings 

This  was  not  the  evidence  of  joaog  chil- 
dren, but  of  children  whose  ages  ran<»^b^ 
tween  sixteen  and  eighteen.  If  mA  wen 
the  suf&rings  endurS  at  the  age  of  astsi 
or  eighteen,  must  not  the  sufiedngs  of  ci3 
dren  of  tender  years  be  tenfold  greater?  Of 
Yorkshire,  the  Report  said, — 

''The  children  bore  tbe  long  boon  tctj  •> 
indeed;  exbansted  in  body  aod  micdW? 
length  of  the  boors  and  height  of  the  Ua:'^^- 
tore.  I  fbond  when  I  was  an  oveilookeT  uo 
one)  that  after  tbe  children,  from  ei^r.:  t. 
twelve  years,  had  worked  eight,  nine,  o:  it". 
boors,  diey  were  nearly  ready  to  faiat ;  y^ 
were  asleep  ;  some  were  only  kept  to  wort  ^ 
being  spoken  to,  qr  by  a  little  chastiseoes'.  '• 
make  them  jomp  op.  I  was  sometimes  ob  :> 
to  chastise  them  when  they  were  abaost  ri..:- 
ing,  and  it  hnrt  my  feehogs  ;  then  they  ^^^-^ 
spring  op  and  woik  pretty  well  for  vn''-- 
hour ;  hot  the  last  two  or  three  boon  vas  s; 
hardest  work,  for  they  then  got  so  exbausitC, 
I  always  found  it  more  difficult  to  keep  ej 
piecers  avrake  the  last  hoars  of  a  «in'^^ 
evening.    I  have  told  the  master,  and  1  ^^* 


^^•« 


been  told  by  biro,  that  I  did  not  half  hide  tli^^* 
This  was  when  they  worked  from  six  to  fi'v- 
I  have  seen  them  fall  asleep,  and  they  hivi 
been  performing  their  work  with  their  hj"-' 
while  they  were  asleep,  after  the  billy  Van 
stopped,  when  their  work  was  over.  1  -^'^ 
stopped  and  looked  on  them  for  two  nucutcs 
going  through  tbe  motions  of  pieceoingt  ^^ 
asleep,  when  there  was  really  no  work  to  dc 

The  General  Report  proceeds : — 
"  Pains  in  the  limbs,  back,  loins,  and  Mi< 
are  frequent,  but  not  so  frequent  as  fatiga^  2cc 
drowsiness.  Girls  suffer  from  pain  more  cooj 
monly  than  boys,  and  op  to  a  more  advaoceu 
age ;  occasionally  men,  and  not  unfrequ^^^^ 
young  women,  and  women  beyond  the  o^'^ 
dian  of  life,  complain  of  pain ;  yet  there  <> 
evidence  that  the  youngest  children  a^^  ^ 
distressed  by  pains  in  their  feel,  in  ^^^ 
quence  of  their  long-standing,  that  they  soat- 
tiroes  throw  off  their  shoes,  and  so  take  cold* 

"*I  have  seen  children/  says  a  Leicester 
shire  witness,  '  under  eighteen  years  o(  ^* 
before  six  at  night ;  their  legs  have  hurt  theffi 
to  that  degree  that  they  have  many  a  time  b^<^ 
crying.  The  long  standing  gives  them  s**^  "^ 
feet  and  ancles,  and  fatigues  them  so  much  thi^ 
sometimes  they  do  not  know  howto  g«^^° 
their  bed.  Night  and  morning  their  ^^P 
swell.'  That  this  affection  is  common  (^y^ 
the  General  Report)  is  confirmed  by  the  coo- 
current  testimony  of  parents,  operators,  o^^^' 
lookers,  and  managers.*' 

Th§  extracts  which  he  had  read,  ^^j* 
only  a  fraction  of  the  evidence  which  mig^^ 
properly  be  brought  under  the  oonit^ 
tion  of  the  House.    The  House  might  re« 
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collect  that  when  he  introduced  his  Bill  in 
1B8%  he  grounded  it  prindpallj  cm  the 
evidence  of  the  medical  witnesses,  and  upon 
the  same  ground  he  opposed  the  present 
Bill.  Four  medical  Commissioners  were 
appointed  in  1S32  to  collect  evidence,  and 
he  would  read  some  passages  from  their  re- 
ports. The  four  Medical  Commissioners 
v^ere  Dr,  Southwood  Smith,  Sir  David 
Barry,  Dr.  Bisset  Hawkins,  and  Dr.  Lou- 
don. Dr.  S.  Smith  remained  in  London  on 
tlie  Central  Committee. 

Dr.  Loudon  reports  •— 

''  In  conclusion,  I  think  it  has  been  clearly 
proved  that  children  have  been  worked  a 
most  unreasonable  and  cruel  length  of  time, 
daily,  and  that  even  adults  have  been  ex- 
pected to  do  a  certain  quantity  of  labour, 
which  scarcely  any  human  being  is  able  to 
endure.  I  am  of  opinion  no  child,  under 
fourteen  years  of  age,  should  work  in  a  fac- 
tory of  any  description,  more  than  eight  hours 
a-day.  From  fourteen  upwards,  I  would  re« 
commend  that  no  individual  should,  under 
any  circumstances,  work  more  than  twelve 
hours  a-day;  although,  if  practicable  as  a 
physician,  I  would  prefer  the  limitation  of 
ten  hours  for  all  persons  who  earn  their 
bread  by  their  industry." 

Sir  David  Barry  reports:— 

"  Although  all  the  sources  of  immediate 
and  prospective  suffering  may  be  so  far  reme- 
died or  mitigated,  as  to  render  twelve  hours 
of  factory  work  compatible  with  average 
health  aud  longevity,  yet  I  am  of  opinion  that 
less  labour  ought  to  be  required  from  the 
infant  workers,  and  that  more  time  should  be 
allowed  them  for  sleep,  recreation,  and  the 
improvement  of  their  minds,  than  they  at 
present  enjoy." 

Dr.  Hawkins  reports  :— 

*<  I  am  compelled  to  declare  my  deliberate 
opinion,  that  no  child  should  be  employed  in 
factory  labour  below  the  age  of  ten ;  that  no 
individual,  under  the  age  of  eighteen,  should 
be  engaged  in  it  longer  than  ten  hours  daily, 
and  that  it  is  highly  desirable  to  procure  a 
still  further  diminution  of  the  hours  of  labour 
for  children  below  thirteen  years  of  age. 

"  Again,  as  to  the  reduction  of  hours  for  all 
below  eighteen,  I  feel  the  less  distrust  in  my 
own  opinion,  because  it  is  sanctioned  by  a 
large  majority  of  eminent  medical  men,  prac- 
tising in  this  district  (Lancashire). 

**  This  Bill  does  not  accomplish  the  object 
at  which  it  purports  to  aim.  Its  professed 
object  is  the  ptotection  of  children,  but  it 
does  not  protect  children.  In  the  same  evi- 
dence, which  shows  that  the  legislative  pro- 
tection of  children  is  necessary,  it  is  also 
shown  that  the  restriction  of  the  labour  of 
children  to  ten  hours  a  day  is  not  an  adequate 
protection." — p.  32, 

He  founds  in  ftict^  fimn  the  Report  of  the 


Commissioners,  that  out  of  thirty-one  me- 
dical gentlemen  who  had  been  examined, 
no  less  than  sixteen  were  opposed  to  the 
present  BiU,  and  in  favour  of  a  Ten  Hours' 
Bill,  stating  that  the  latter  was  the  full 
amount  of  labour  to  which  children  ought 
to  be  subjected.  Of  the  remaining  fifteen 
medical  gentlemen.  Dr.  Shaw,  of  Man- 
chester, said  that  ten  to  eleven  hours  was 
sufficient.  Mr.  Robertson  and  Dr.  Bardsley 
said  much  the  same.  Dr.  Carbutt,  of 
Manchester,  seemed  uncertain,  and  stated, 
'^  perhaps  twelve  hours;"  but  of  all 
the  fifiecn  there  was  only  one  medical 
man  (namely  Dr.  Phillips,  of  Manchester) 
who  boldly  asserted  that  twelve  hours' 
labour  was  by  no  means  injurious.  All 
these  witnesses  were  spealcing  as  to  the 
employment  of  persons  under  and  up  to 
eighteen  years  of  age.  In  summing  up 
the  evidence,  the  Commissioners  said : — 

**  That  this  successive  fatigue,  privation  of 
sleep,  pain  in  various  parts  of  the  body,  and 
swelling  of  the  feet,  experienced  by  the  young 
workers,  coupled  with  the  constant  standing, 
the  peculiar  attitudes  of  the  body,  and  tha 
peculiar  motions  of  the  limbs,  required  in  the 
labour  of  the  factory;  together  with  the 
elevated  temperature  and  impure  atmosphere 
in  which  that  labour  is  often  carried  on,  do 
sometimes  ultimately  terminate  in  the  pro* 
duction  of  serious,  permanent,  and  incurable 
disease,  appears  to  us  to  be  established.'* 

They  afterwards  made  a    proposition, 
which  was  this: — 

"  That  until  the  commencement  of  the  four« 
teenth  year,  the  hours  of  labour  during  any 
one  day,  shall  not  in  any  case  exceed  eight, 
and  they  justified  the  proposition  by  saying, 
the  grounds  on  which  we  recommend  the 
above  restriction  on  hours  of  labour  are — 
1st.  '  that  at  that  age,  the  period  of  childhood 
properly  so  called  ceases,  and  puberty  is 
established.' 

^  2nd.  ^That,  ingencral,  at  or  about  the  four- 
teenth year,  young  persons  are  no  longer 
treated  as  children;  tor  the  most  part  tbey 
cease  to  be  under  the  complete  control  of 
their  parents  and  guardians — they  begin  to 
retain  a  part  of  their  wages,  they  usually  make 
their  own  contracts,  and  are,  in  tlie  proper 
sense  of  the  words,  free  agents.' " 

The  existing  law  had  now  only  been  tried 
two  years  and  a  half,  and  though  that 
measure  had  been  passed  with  a  view  to 
relieve  young  persons,  yet  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite  (Mr.  P*  Thomson) 
now  came  down  and  proposed  to  repeal 
the  whole  of  that  measure  which  was  at 
all  beneficial  to  those  children.  He  (Lord 
Ashley)  protested  against  the  propontioa 
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to  rcpBi  a  >4]i|^e  i^aiuB  or  pnrrumi 
wnbmr  tine  Jtmininu  the  jiiMut  «if  both 
dwB^  pTtiffw^     HJud  dioc  mmat  been  ab«> 
taxoedr     And  if  >«n.  woere  wmu  die  pe*    rFnw  ^^unxLi  W 
tifTnnK  ui  5ivDiir  iii  die  ^caivaBd.  iTtianigft  r    -mR  part  <it  she  c 
An  dus  petirinOT  were  in  iuKiiir  <if  die    mnfmaed*  k  wooLl 
Act^  or  ibr  T^Trirc  a  Ten-Huur  BiiL»  and    ic  laiuld 
ene  grririnn,  with  die  objeet  in  ^Jiew,  bed    die  jmrnffnifec     He 
been  aoit  ftmn  Moncbeser,  with  .^:i,Ui)0    (jpinnnL  br  due 
«ipimnifrm>      Wben  d»  thoner  Eiil   woe    tLiqoiiEt  of  ibe  Seled  C 
b^ne  die   Ebuae,   Lord  Aluunper   dien    jod   ayyuintiad  bf'  tke  K^^iit  lion.  G&x^ 
die    leader  a£    die    Huuee,    moved    an    ana  uppusfi^  on  tke  wultjceX  of  msnabc* 
nutmedinx      to      die     Cammiucer      that    tnues  and  tiiaiiiwwts.      P<Ilbpe  cbel  (•^'^ 
t^nHOrmn  sttouM  be  piotUBied  to  die  agie  of    mittee  one  witagw»  a  Mr.  WilliaiB  R^^ 
arSi.      Tbac  was  adii|}«ed — die    btnie  Greg;^   was  asked,     inadeBtallT.  / 
;  gtveit  bv  die  noble  Lord,  and    vftnesdon  reLLtin^  to  foLluij  labour,  and  b 
bir  die  rifsbt  bon.^  Geot'eman    jrofxvisr  wa:iy   cLjS    **  ke    IumS   little  di)>iL. 
oppoBte*  Siunild  it  be  snd  dmt  t^  Himae.    diuc  sfier  all  Lbne  alteeapts   at  1^/^''^' 
wbicb  war  s  partr  txi    dmt   u-ammrtimi^    incer&Kmae  bx  tbe  aiatter  had  been  foc£^ 
anmld  withdraw  ^ont  d^oae  ctiililren  die    utterlT  anavailin^  the  aBill-owiien  ^vuk 
boea  and  benefit  wbick  cber  bad  enjiTyed    cbes  be  qtnte  at  Iibeftr,  mad  wouU  est 
BL  pBugfiaKt  fiir  die  last  two  yeacs  and  a '  work    much     mace     than    twelTe   iK^^n 
hali^  bat  in  zealitr  only  nine  man^s».  we    af-daT."     Now,  tha  Bill  was  but  the  ^*^ 
bdikrro^   Let  bos..  M^stben  lecoOect  diot  i  stepv  in  bs  jadgnieBt,  towatds  a  total  re* 
^a  Xepv  EoHDBx^ation  Act  etmtazned  a  ,  peal  of  protectiao  to  the  duldien*  id^  ^^ 
daoae  pnmdin^  diat  tbe  negro  population  i  dir  aoompiisdtaKBt  of  that  tsf  wbicb  ^^ 
•f  Ae  Bntisk  Culume»  abuuld  not  work    witncea  bad  spoheOL     He  oould  not,  tha^ 
iKire    dian    fbrtr-^tre    bouo    per  week^    fore,  conssieatBoadr  suffer  this  Bill  to  5 
wbkh  waa  tbree  bonis  kaa  tban  it  was  ,  to  a  dnrsaon  withmit  stating,  that  tbou^ 

m  the  Bnpeit  lo  impose  upon  ^  be  should  be  icadj  to  surrender  tbe  cbu^ 

tiiis    itself,  he  nercr  would  consent  to  siitiawtt 

law,  wbat  I  its  prindpfe.      If  his  Majesty's  Govern* 

whos.  baring '  ment  was  leadj   to  give  him  an  u^^^' 

standing  that  thej  would  provide  in  ^ 
Bill  a  substitute  for  this  daua^  of  )80* 
tection  to  diildxen,  he  woi^  retire  in)A 
all  farther  opposidon  to  the  Bill,  s^ 
suffer  it  to  pass.  But  if  not,  be  tkou^ 
certainly  persevere  in  his  opposition.  1^^ 
would  now,  therefore,  move,  as  an 
ment,  that  the  Bill  be  read  a 
time  this  day  six  months;  inasmuch  is 
there  being  only  a  choioe  of  e?iU  ^ 
preferred  inconvenienciiig  the  masten  to 
inffictiiig  cruelty  on  the  children* 

Mr.  Pauker  seconded  the  amendment 
He  observed  with  great  r^ret  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  the  Prendent  ofvif 
Board  of  Trade,  had  introduced  a  measute 
of  a  partial  character  to  abrogate  the  1»* 
as  it  now  stood.  If  the  fears  of  the  r^^ 
hon.  Gentleman  were  well  founded  ^ 
would  be  petitions  sent  up  against  tbe  1>' 


That  bavia^ 
wottld  be  said  of  the  I 
been  party  to  such  a  aaeasinre,  came  down 
to  that  House  and  said,  <*  We  repent  of  tbe 
boon  and  benefit  which  we  granted  by  that 
daase  to  the  n^ro  papulatkm :  the  plant- 
ers find  that  eight  hours'  labour  per  day  is 
jnsufliriMit  to  renumemte  them,  uid,  theie- 
fare;,  we  pcopoae  to  cancel  this  boon  and 
benefit  ao  conferred,  and  to  compel  the 
n^gfoes^  instead  of  eight  hours  to  work 
twelve  hours  per  day."  Did  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite  (Mr.  P.  Thom- 
son) think  that  ather  the  House  or  the 
country  would  entertain  so  monstrous  a 
proposition?  The  present  case  was  pre- 
cisely parallel,  and  he  hoped  the  House 
would  so  deal  with  it.  There  was 
something 'in  the  character  of  the  present 
Bill  which  stronely  excited  his  suspicion. 
Why  did  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  only 
propose  one  amendment  upon  iC|  when 
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frotn  all  the  manufacturing  towns  of  the 
kingdom ;  but  the  total  absence  of  them 
allowed  that  the  parties  most  interested  en- 
tertained no  apprehensions  whatever  on 
the  subject.    The  source  of  all  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  fears  was,  the  competi- 
tion that  existed  among  the  mill-owners, 
ivho   were  running  a  race  against  each 
other.     The  children  who  were  employed 
in  manufactories  had,  for  the  most  part,  no 
natural  protectors,  and  the  House  ought  to 
act  towards  them  in  loco  parentum.   There 
was  at  Bradford,  in  Yorkshire,  an  excellent 
establishment,  in  which  1,768  persons  were 
employed,  and  of  these  6l6  were  under  the 
age  of  18  years,  and  they  worked  only  ten 
hours  a  day,  one  hour  being  allowed  them 
for  instruction — an  admirable  example,  and 
OTIC  which  ought  to  be  generally  followed. 
How  was  this  effected?     Human  power 
was  kept  in  action  about  eleven  hours,  and 
about  one-tenth  more  young  persons  than 
was  necessary  were  employed,  and  so  the 
magnificenc  establishment  was  carried  on, 
with  a  due  regard  both  to  profit  and  hu- 
manity.    Instead  of  asking  the  House  to 
reduce  the  existing  law,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  ought  to  require  its  enforce- 
ment.   At  present  it  was  grossly  violated. 
He  knew  nine  factories,  in  one  town,  in 
which  it  was  grossly  violated.     In  those 
factories  they  had  compelled  the  children 
to  work  on  Good  Friday.     There  was  a 
clause  in  the  existing  Act  which  provided 
that  the  children  should  have  eight  half- 
holidays  in  the  year.     Now,  if  such  a  day 
as  Good  Friday  was  taken  from  the  child- 
ren, what  chance    was  there  that    they 
would  be  allowed  any  of  those  half-holi- 
days?  In  some  factories  means  were  taken 
to  evade  the  law,  by  making  children  look 
older  than  they  were.    Children  of  eleven 
years  of  age  were  made  to  look  as  if  they 
were  thirteen.     These  things  ought  to  be 
looked  to,  and  the  law  be  enforced,  not  re- 
laxed. If  there  were  not  inspectors  enough, 
let  the  number  be  increased,  let  their  visits 
be  more  frequent,  and  let  those  visits  be 
made  at  times  when  they  were  not  ex- 
pected.    These  were  the  things  that  were 
wanted,  and  not  an  alteration  of  the  law. 
When  he  found,  that  of  6l6  young  persons 
under  eighteen  years  of  age,  no  less  than 
567  were  females,  a  most  important  in- 
ference suggested  itself  to  him  in  relation 
to  the  we7&%  of  society.     Many  of  these 
were  destined  to  be  the  mothers  of  fami- 
lies, and  to  such  this  excessive  labour  was 
very  pernicious.  It  endangered  their  health, 
and  produced  distortion  and  debility.    Hie 


health  and  consdttttioii  of  their  children 
were  deteriorated,  disease  supervened,  and 
distortion,  debility,  and  wretchedness,  were 
their  lot  through  life.  Baron  Humboldt 
declared  that  in  a  million  of  savages  he  did 
not  see  a  sinsle  deformed  person.  How; 
diiferent  was  the  case  in  our  manufacturing 
districts!  In  almost  every  case  personu 
deformity  was  acquired,  not  original ;  and 
it  was  to  be  apprehended  that  deformity 
and  distortion  would  be  entailed  on  their 
children's  children,  and  transmitted  to  fu« 
ture  generations.  Whenever  the  laws  of 
nature  were  violated,  she  revenged  herself 
by  gradually  deteriorating  large  classes  of 
the  people.  The  education  of  these  un« 
fortunate  children,  too,  was  neglected,  and 
their  religious  instruction  ought  to  be  more 
attended  to.  Unless  previously  educated, 
it  was  impossible  to  bring  together  young 
people  of  both  sexes  without  demoralisa- 
tion. And  yet,  at  the  time  most  important 
for  their  moral  and  religious  instruction^ 
they  were  left  without  a  chance  of  im« 
provement.  During  the  week  they  had  no 
time,  and  on  Sundays  they  were  too  much 
exhausted  to  attend  any  school.  He  was  a. 
great  friend  to  political  reforms;  but  po» 
litical  reforms  should  always  be  aooom* 
panied  by  the  moral  education  of  the  peo- 
ple. If  not,  those  reforms  would  be  mis» 
usod,  and  would  be  turned  to  evil.  It  was 
on  that  ground  alone  that  he  had  supported 
the  political  reforms  which  had  taken  f^ace 
during  the  last  few  years ;  it  was  in  the 
hope  that  the  privileges  which  those  re- 
forms conferred  upon  the  people  they  would 
be  taught  to  use  beneficioJly  to  themselves. 
He  trusted  the  House  would  never  consent 
to  the  Bill  proposed  by  the  right  hon.  Gen. 
tleman.  He  was  no  politician  on  the  pre- 
sent occasion.  He  was  much  attached, 
politically,  to  his  Majesty's  present  Go* 
vemment ;  but  he  was  much  more  attached 
to  the  poor  factory  children. 

Mr.  Crisbome  was  desirous  of  stating 
the  views  which  he  entertained  on  this 
subject.  He  greatly  admired  the  tem- 
perate and  candid  manner  in  which  the 
noble  Lord  had  expressed  his  sentiments 
respecting  it,  and  he  trusted  that  he  (Mr. 
Gisborne)  should  be  inAuenced  by  the 
same  spirit,  and  give  no  utterance  to  any 
party  feeling  or  sarcasm.  Whenever  the 
noble  Lord's  Bill  should  come  before  the 
House  again,  the  House  would  give  it  the 
most  serious  consideration.  But  he  might 
perhaps  be  allowed  to  doubt  whether  the 
Legislature  at  this  protracted  period  of 
the  aessiooi  would  be  disposed  to  make  so 
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mat «  c%Mpt  M  tlMt  cttmctimg  a  T 
Hmir  Bill  m  the  reitnctmi  to  be  laid  ob 
tba  morifif  power  in  oor  factorici.  Bat  it 
wan  at  tiiM  moment  important  to  cooaider 
the  praaent  ftata  of  the  law,  and  ita  BMde 
oif  operation;  becaoae^ aoleaa  the  riglit 
hon.  Oentleman  who  bad  hroogfat  in  the 
Bill  cooid  eataUith  that  the  practical 
effitct  of  the  present  law  woold^  bj  ioevi- 
tabl«  deduetioni  be  to  tarn  ont  of  work  all 
children  between  twelve  and  thirteen 
yean  of  ago,  thta  Hooae  ought  not  to 
eonient  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
motion.  He  remembered  that  a  great 
many  of  the  manufacturer!  told  the  House 
at  tlia  time,  that  the  eflfect  of  the  clauses 
imposing  restrictions  on  the  labour  of 
children  under  thirteen  years  of  age  would 
be,  that  they  should  turn  all  such  children 
out  of  their  factories.  The  House  did  not 
believe  them;  or  legislated  in  disregard 
of  thsir  warning,  lie  appealed  to  the 
hon.  Member  for  Ashton-uoder^Lyne 
whether  that  prediction  had  not  been 
verified )— wbetitcr  the  system  of  relays 
had  not  failed  ?— and  whether  more  than 
five  per  cent*  of  such  children  had  been 
since  so  employed?— He  asked  the  hon. 
Member  whether  the  system  of  relays  and 
education  was  in  operation  in  any  part 
of  the  manufacturing  district  with  which 
he  was  acquainted  ?•— He  asked  whether, 
in  the  large  establishment  with  which  he 
was  connected,  he  had  not  found  it 
Impossible  to  work  upon  that  system; 
and  whether  all  the  children,  up  to  the 
age  of  twelve  years,  had  not  been  practi- 
cally excluded  fVom  those  works  ?  He 
knew  thnt  the  system  of  relays  was  tried 
by  persons  in  that  noighbourhood-^that 
(hey  tried  it  honeitly,  and  with  the  most 
perfect  intention  of  conforming  themselves 
to  the  law,  and  making  the  system  work 
well.  Mr.  Thomas  Ashton  gave  the 
avstem  a  foir  trial,  but  he  failed— how  ?— 
lUonuso  all  the  children  left  him.  They 
would  not  work  under  these  restrictions. 
It  was  only  in  places  where  the  manu- 
facturers bad  the  opportunity  of  procuring 
A  largo  number  of  children,  and  where 
employment  was  difficult  to  be  obtained, 
that  the  relay  system  and  education 
clauses  had  had  any  beneficial  effect. 
This  was  how  the  Bill  had  operated 
with  respect  to  children  of  the  ages  often, 
•leven,  and  twelve  years ;  and  the  simple 
question  was  whether,  if  the  existing 
regulations  operated  well  with  respect  to 
obTldrtn  from  the  age  of  ten  to  eleveoi 
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Mr.  Seneti  could  never  for  m  nGc.-.^ 
admit  that  any  loss  which  the  aan*'^*' 
turers  might  sustain  ought  to  bep/*  '- 
comparison  with  injury  to  the  healtr.  r-' 
and  morals  of  the  children  emfkjed  r. 
the  manufactories.  He  had  aeen  a  f^-^'^ 
deal  of  the  manufacturing  districts  a^' 
towns ;  and  his  own  observation,  no  1^> 
than  the  evidence  which  had  been  heiri 
before  the  Committee,  convinced  him  tba 
children  between  twelve  and  thirteen  yean 
of  age  could  not  be  employed  for  t*^ 
number  of  hours  in  the  day  which  the  Bi. 
before  the  House  allowed  them  to  ^ 
employed,  without  great  detriment  ^^ 
their  health  and  morals.  Much  was  said 
of  the  danger  of  throwing  so  many  childr^" 
of  that  ago  out  of  employment.  Ho« 
could  such  a  danger  exist,  when  o^ff 
factories  were  starting  up  in  every  quarc^O 
and  such  a  rivalship  was  created  amoog 
them  ?  On  the  contrary,  be  believed  t|>^^ 
at  present  children  of  the  age  in  qaestioQ 
could  earn  more  in  eight  hours  than  tbey 

formerly  did  in  tweWe,    NoAingi  io  1"^ 
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opinion,  couM  be   more  fallacious^  un- 
jttBtifiAle,  aod  wicked,  than  to  consider 
wealthy  even  in  a  great  commercial  na- 
tion like  England,  as  that  which,  under 
any   circumstances,  ought  to  be  put  in 
comparison  with  the  health  and  morals  of 
the  people.     He  would  willingly  support 
whatever   measure   would  tend  most  to 
better  the  condition  of  the  children,  and 
he  would  look  6rst  to  those  which  were 
calcalated    to    promote    their    physical 
health,    increase    their    physical    power, 
improve  their  morals,  and  enlighten  their 
minds.     As  he  did   not  think  that  the 
Bill    before  the    House    was  one  which 
would  obtain  those  objects,  he  felt  himself 
bound  to  support  the  noble  Lord's  amend- 
ment. 

Dr.  Batoring  gave    the    hon.    Mem- 
ber for  Wiltshire  all  honour  for  his  sym- 
pathy with,    and  interference  in   favour 
of,    the   labouring   population.      But    if 
it     appeared     that    the    hon.     Gentle- 
man's opposition  to  the  Bill  before  the 
House  would  be  injurious  instead  of  bene- 
ficial  to  that  population,  then  his  opposi- 
tion lost  all  claims  to  justification.    He 
inittrnsted  that  interference  on  behalf  of 
the  poor  which  the  poor  were  themselves 
to  pay  for;  and  would  never  lend  himself  to 
those  delusions  by  which  the  meritorious 
classes  of  society  were  taught  to  believe 
that  their  wages,  like  everything  else,  did 
not  depend  on  supply  and  demand.  Let  the 
question  be  presented  to  them  honestly  and 
fairly.     Let  the  parents  of  factory  children 
know — but  they  know  it  well — that  the 
diminishing  the  hours  of  daily  toil  must 
inevitably  diminish  the  amount  of  weekly 
pay.  To  protect  them,  as  it  was  called,  was 
merely  to  protect  them  against  the  comforts 
which  the  two  hours  additional  labour  would 
purchase.    Certainly,  there  were  cases  of 
hardship  and  oppression,  but  he  disliked 
all  legislative  interference  between  master 
and  man— -between  parent  and  child  and 
doubted  whether  the  evils  it  brought  with 
it  were  not  greater  than  any  promised 
good ;-— moreover,   all    such   interference 
would  be  unsuccessful,  and  thwarted  by 
common  consent  of  all  interested  parties. 
What  had  every  speaker  confessed  ?  Why, 
that  the  laws  were  trampled  on — that  the 
regulations  were  not  obeyed — that  the  Act 
of  Parliament  could  not  be  enforced  !  Why 
continue  in  this  course  of  helpless  legisla- 
tion ?  Why  struggle,  perpetually,  to  main- 
tain a  state  of  things  which  the  common  in- 
terest overthrew?  What  was  the  use  of  laws 

to^l^  no  power  could  gire  effect?  Happi^ 


ly,  no  law  could  shake  to  their  foundation 
the  great  social  interests  of  mankind  at 
large.    There  would  be  no  bounds  to  the 
absurd  freaks  of  legislators,  did  not  the 
common  interest — the  general  instinct-— 
check  their  progress.      They  prohibited 
foreign  trade — but  the  smuggler  came— *a 
public  benefactor,  though  a  breaker  of  the 
laws — and  tumbled  down  the  barrier  that 
legislation  had  raised  against  friendly  com- 
munication.    So  laws  to  regulate  wages, 
and  hours  of  labour,  and  conditions  of  con- 
tract for  work,  were  merely  cobwebs  broken 
through  at  will ;  because  it  was  the  interest 
of  master  and  servant  that  they  should 
be  broken.    The  hon.  Member  had  con- 
trasted children  in  the  country  with  chil- 
dren of  towns,  and  claimed  for  the  former  a 
great  superiority .  He  held  an  opinion  wholly 
opposed  to  that  of  the  hon.  Member.  He  had 
acquaintance  among  both  classes;    and 
ventured  to  assert,  that  the  children  in  the 
manufacturing  districts  were   better    in- 
structed, more  intelligent,  more  moral,  than 
the  children  of  country  places ;  and  so,  in 
fact,  were  the  manufacturing  population 
as  a  whole.     In  what  part  of  Europe,  for 
example,  was  the  minimum  of  bastardy 
to  be  found  ?    In  the  manufacturing  dis- 
tricts of  Switzerland  I   In  our  agricultural 
counties  the  number  of  illegitimate  births 
was  as  one  to  twenty ;  in  parts  of  Switzer- 
land it  was  as  one  to  forty-four.     It  had 
been  said,  that  we  had  nothing  to  fear 
from  foreign  rivalry— this  was  an  error. 
But  if  foreign  rivalry  were  not  more  perilous, 
it  was  because  many  other  nations,  follow- 
ing our  example,  had  taxed  food  and  raw 
produce,  and  built  up  a  system  of  protec- 
tion, and  illiberality  of  which  they  had  to 
pay  the  inevitable  cost.    But  look  to  the 
emancipated  countries — look  to  Switzer- 
land—remote from  all  the  means  of  supply, 
but  without  a  Custom-house-^without  a 
tax  on  food  or  labour — without  any  legis- 
lative interference — without  Factory  Bills 
or  Boards  of  Trade,  or  protection  of  any 
sort — her  manufactures  had  found  their 
way  to  every  market  of  the  world — and  her 
people  had  grown  and  prospered  in  the 
unbounded  liberty  of  exchange.     Was  the 
House  aware  that  in  Switzerland  half  the 
manufacturing   population    had    become 
proprietors  of  the  land    on  which  they 
lived,    and  the   houses   in    which    they 
dwelled  ?    Thev  wanted  no  protection  but 
the  protection  of  freedom ;  and  they  were  for- 
midable rivals,  and  must  be  so— formidable 
in  proportion  to  their  emancipation  from  an 
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imiety-thfM  boon  in  the  week.  Sir  Ro- 
tert  Peers  Ad  icdoced  the  number  of 
bonrt  to  eereo^-two  in  the  week;  and 
when  thie  was  done,  the  Legislature  was 
tokl  by  those  who  professed  to  understand 
efery  thing  connected  with  the  subject, 
that  the  potsibiiity  of  oar  manufacturers 
continuing  to  compete  with  the  manufac- 
turers of  foreign  countries  was  completely 
taken  away.  Let  the  House  remark  how 
this  assertion  was  borne  out  by  the  fact. 
At  the  timeof  the  passing  of  the  late  Sir  R. 
Peel's  Act,  and  in  1819,  the  exportation 
of  cotton  twist  from  this  country  amounted 
annually  to  18,000,000  lbs.  The  period 
of  labour  was  again  reduced  in  the  year 
1825,  and  then,  of  course,  all  idea  of  com- 
peting with  foreign  nations  was  at  once 
abandoned.  Yet  the  year  afterwards,  the 
exportation  of  cotton  twist  amounted  to 
45,000,000  lbs.  Again,  in  1833,  when  a 
farther  reduction  of  time  was  effected, 
the  same  argument  was  used,  and  nothing 
but  positive  and  immediate  ruin  could  fall 
on  the  heads  of  the  devoted  manu- 
facturers of  this  country.  What  was  the 
fact?  In  the  year  1834,  the  exportation 
of  cotton  twist  amounted  to  76,000,000lh8. 
Facts  proved,  then,  that  they  had  nothing 
to  fear  from  foreign  competition.  He  dif- 
fered from  the  hon.  Member  for  Kilmar- 
nock (Dr.  Bowring)  and  others,  who  said, 
**  only  Hepeal  the  Corn-laws,  and  all  laws 
bearing  upon  free  trade  in  labour,  and  then 
the  people  will  be  much  better  off,  and 
will  never  be  so  unmercifully  worked." 
All  the  inspectors  agreed,  that  if  there 
were  no  legislative  interference  the  children 
employed  in  manufactories  would  be  over- 
worked. And  when  free  labour  was  talked 
about,  let  it  never  be  forgotten  that  the 
labour  of  persons  in  these  manufactories 
was  not  free.  It  was  impossible  for  a 
man,  or  a  woman,  or  a  child  to  say  that 
they  would  work  only  so  much  or  for  so 
great  a  length  of  time.  He  had  been 
grieved  many  times  to  see  females  stand 
at  work  when  it  would  be  much  better  for 
them  that  they  should  go  home  ;  but  they 
dared  not  leave  their  employment  a  moment 
before  the  usual  time,  lest  they  should  lose 
it  altogether.  Such  was  the  positive  fact. 
No  discretion  was  left  to  the  operative  as 
to  the  number  of  hours  he  should  be  em- 
ployed ;  he  must  work  the  usual  time,  or 
oe  would  not  be  allowed  to  work  at  all. 
The  effect  of  this  was  roost  prejudicial. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman,  the  President 
iQf  the  Board  of  Trade,  in  the  course  of  the 
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observatioiislie 
reading,  threw  o«a 
(Mr.  Brothetton) 
fote.    The  right 
the  reason  why  the 
this  restnctioD  wvsi, 
twelve  ho«rs  wages  for 
might,  with  jost  as  sovcb  jwsdee.  be  ».: 
that  the  masters,  when  ihcj  wiazed  zi 
law,  and  kept  the  chikiren  at  voik  br  .: 
the  time  prescribed    by    the  LegUxrr, 
were  anxious  to  gel    twdre  or  fcrt-c; 
hours'  work  for  ten   hoon*  wages.   Iv 
fact  was,  that  the  House  was  doc  iwr? 
of  the  great  teaptatioo  tJhat  there  «>$  '^ 
over-working   these  persoos.      To  T:x^ 
master* manufacturers,   sm  addkkwaj  ix 
a  day  obtained  from  each  of  the  persocst: 
employed,  would  make  a  diffeieiice  of  ^^ 
less  than  100/.  a  week.  Thos  aa  GtoTTL-t 
advantage  was  gained  by    those  who  ec- 
lated the  law,  and  the    booest  maoDii- 
turer  was  left  without  a  cfaancTe  <»f  co&ic^ 
ting  with  them.     This   would  necesss';' 
be  the  case,  till  some  ooifonn  time  vi; 
adopted  for  persons  of  all  ages,  and  tor.* 
effectual  steps  taken  to  see   that  tbe  p^?v^ 
sions  of  the  law  were  rigidly   carried  i''^ 
execution.     If  the  present  Bill  for  Bmecd' 
ing  the  last  Act  were  passed,  he  bad  ac 
doubt  that  many   mills  would  be  foucd 
working  sixteen  and  seventeen  hours  a<ii! 
Persons  engaged  in  these    oianufactoria 
were  generally  desirous  of  making'  ^f-^^ 
fortunes,  and  the  Legislature  might  as^rei 
expect  to  extract  oil  from  granite  as  to  ob- 
tain anything  from  the  humanity  of  tin 
worshippers  of  mammon.     He  begged  to 
bear  his    humble  but  honest   testiwoef 
against  the  existing  system.     Many  hu- 
mane men  were  compelled  to  contiaoe  rt 
contrary  to  their  wishes;  and  they,  1'^* 
himself,  were  most  anxious  that  some  oni* 
form  time  should  be  prescribed  for  persoas 
of  all  ages.     He  had  considered  tbe  report 
carefully  and  for  a  considerable  length  o) 
time;  and  he  did  not  hesitate  to  say,  that 
if  such  a  -system  as  that  which  he  pro- 
posed were  adopted,  it  would  not  he  ia- 
jurious  to  the  master,  whilst  the  operttivt 
would  be  satisfied,  children  protected^  tbf 
commercial  prosperity  of  the  country  ei* 
tended,  and  the  people  contented,  heaitbji 
and  happy. 

Sir  Robert  Inglis  congratulated  his 
Majesty's  Government  that  they  had  '^ 
last  got  a  gentleman  who  was  connected 
with  tbe  manufacturing  Interest  to  riaeaiMl 
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two  hott.  Members  connected  with  that 
interest  had  as  yet  supported  it.     It  was 
stated,  in  a  letter  read  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Tynemouth,  that  the  labour  of  the 
children  in  the    factories   exceeded  the 
average  daily  marching    of  an    English 
soldier  ;    that  every  child   had  to  walk 
fifteen  miles  a  day.     Did  the  hon.  Member 
for  Manchester  mean  to  say,  that  this  was 
a  just  conclusion  from  the  evidence  ?  [Mr. 
Mark  Philips  :  It  is  an  extremely  difficult 
question.]  Supposing  it,  then,  to  be  only 
equal  to  ten  miles  a  day  ,  was  it  fit  that 
children  under  thirteen,  who  are  subjected 
to  it,  should  be  left  unprotected  by  the  law  ? 
If  ever  there  was  a  case  in. which  two  and 
two  did  not  make  four,  this  was  one  ;  for 
it  had  been  clearly  proved  by  the  statistics 
of  hon « Members,  that  where  the  number  of 
hours  of  labour  had  been  reduced,  there 
had  been  an  accompanying  increase  in  the 
produce  of  the  labour.    The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Kilmarnock,  as  an  advocate  for 
pure  abstract  political  government,  ap- 
peared to  regard  the  children  merely  as 
machines  for  the  production  of  cotton  ; 
he  told  the  House  that  smugglers  are  bene- 
ficial to    a  country,  inasmuch   as  they 
correct  the  errors  of  legislation.  The  con- 
nexion of  that  argument  with  the  Bill  before 
the  House  he  was  not  fortunate  enough  to 
perceive.     He  was  quite  willing  to  admit, 
that  they  had  no  right  to  expect  an  equal 
amount  of  wages  for  a  lower  amount  of 
labour  ;  but,  at  the  same  time,  he  believed 
that  if  human  labour  were  forced  beyond 
its  physical  power,  the  very  element  out  of 
which  the  power  proceeded  was  destroyed. 
The  statements  made  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Salford  were  uncontradicted  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Manchester,  and  they 
satisfied  him  that  an  economy  of  human 
labour  was  not  likely  to  impair,  but  in- 
creaseits  productiveness.  Were  not  thechil- 
dren  in  our  manufactories  as  much  entitled 
to  protection  as  persons  of  a  difTerentcoIour 
on  the  other  side  of  the  Atlaritic  ?    The 
statement  of  the  physicians  who  had  given 
their  testimony,  was,  that  no  child  under 
eighteen  years  of  age  should  be  worked 
more  than  ten  hours  a  day.     He  trusted, 
therefore,  that  the  House  would  adhere  to 
the  principle  established  in  1833,  when 
it  passed  a  measure,  which  was  laid  before 
them  as  a  compromise  of  the  Ten- Hour 
Bill,  proposed   by  his  noble  Friend,  the 
Member  for  Dorsetshire,  whose  present 
imendraent  he  should  feel  it  to  be  his  duty 
to  support. 


Mr.  Ainsworth  supported  tte  motion* 
The  noble  Lord,  the  Member  for  Dorset- 
shire, had  not  quoted  an  instance,  since  the 
operation  of  the  present  Bill,  to  prove  that 
the  present  system  of  factory  labour  was 
injurious.  Although  many  hon.  Members 
had  spoken  in  reply  to  the  noble  Lord, 
they  hud  not  made  any  allusion  to  this 
point.  It  had  been  said  that  no  petitions 
had  been  presented  from  the  manufacturers. 
That  might  be  the  case ;  but  there  were 
several  deputations  from  the  manufacturing 
districts  now  in  London,  who  united  in 
stating,  that  serious  injury  would  accrue  to 
them  and  their  property  if  the  amended 
Bill  of  bis  right  hon.  Friend,  the  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade,  should  not  be 
carried.  As  those  parties  were  interestedj 
it  might  be  supposed  that  their  represen- 
tations would  be  biassed;  but  when  he 
stated  to  the  House  that  they  were  wholly 
borne  out  in  their  representations  by  Mr. 
Rickards,  the  factory  inspector,  he  trusted 
that  full  credit  would  be  given  to  them. 
He  lived  in  a  populous  manufacturing 
neighbourhood,  and  was  bound  to  say, 
that  these  legislative  interferences  with 
labour  were  vexatious,  oppressive,  and 
uncalled  for.  Further  restrictions  would 
only  promote  additional  frauds,  while  they 
would  tend  to  ruin  the  manufacturers  by 
provoking  foreign  competition.  On  the 
continent,  where  iabour  was  cheap,  they 
laboured  for  fifteen  hours  a-day,  and  as 
labour  was  cheap,  he  considered  that  they 
would,  but  for  our  unrivalled  machinery, 
soon  undersell  us.  As  far  as  his  own  ob- 
servations went,  he  could  state  most  dis- 
tinctly that  factory  labour  was  neither 
injurious  to  the  health  nor  the  morals  of  the 
children ;  and  he  strenuously  recommended 
the  House  rather  to  set  labour  free,  than 
impose  on  it  further  restrictions. 

Dr.  Lushington  would  take  the  liberty 
of  expressing  his  opinion  upon  this  subject, 
notwithstanding  he  had  not  the  advantage 
of  any  personal  experience  on  the  working 
of  the  system.  He  remembered  Mr. 
Canning  saying,  when  it  was  urged  that 
great  danger  must  arise  from  persons  legis- 
lating for  the  West  Indies  who  were  not 
acquainted  with  West-lndta  society,  that 
they  might  as  well  tell  him  that  he  was  not 
to  take  part  in  legislation  respecting  the 
mines  of  Cornwall,  because  he  had  never 
travelled  through  the  town  of  Truro.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Kilmarnock  had  ad- 
vocated the  principle  of  free  trade,  as 
applicable  to  labour;  but  what  was  the 
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impottiiUe  not  to  oonclude  from  ibis  etate- 
meot  that  a  great  portion  of  the  cliil- 
dreQ  certified  to  be  twelve  years  of  age 
were  really  below  that  age.  Id  corrobo. 
ration  of  this  surmise,  he  would  state,  that, 
daring  a  recent  visit  to  a  mill  in  the  neigh- 
bourhood of  Glasgow,  Mr.  Horner,  the  in. 
spector,  was  examining  the  children,  and 
on  inquiring  for  the  certificate  of  a  boy 
apparently  not  twelve  years  old,  he  received 
one  stating  him  to  be  twelve  and  a-half. 
His  younger  brother  then  came  forward, 
and  his  certificate  attested  him  to  be 
twelve  1  The  Parliamentary  Returns  pre- 
sented a  similar  result  with  regard  to 
young  persons  of  eighteen  years  of  age, 
who  were  allowed  to  work  more  than 
twelve  hours  per  day.  In  Lancashire,  the 
number  certified  to  be  seventeen  vears  of 
age  was  6,503  ;  of  eighteen,  8,463 ;  and 
of  nineteen,  6,772.  In  Derbyshire,  the 
number  seventeen  years  of  age  was,  £26  ; 
of  eighteen,  437  j  of  nineteen,  268  ,*  and 
of  these  there  were  in  Glossop,  of  seventeen, 
1 65 ;  of  eighteen,  3$^ ;  of  nineteen,  1 98. 
It  appeared  exceedingly  singular  that  there 
should  be  so  many  young  persons  of  the 
age  of  eighteen  in  Glossop  ;  but  a  case, 
however,  which  was  brought  before  the 
magistrates  against  one  of  the  large  manu- 
facturers there,  for  over-working  children 
elicited  the  explanation.  On  examining 
the  certificate-book  of  that  gentleman, 
whose  name  he  would  not  mention,  being 
anxious  to  avoid  all  personalities,  it  was 
found  that  it  contained  no  fewer  than 
sixty-six  cases  of  children  certified  in  1 834 
to  be  twelve,  thirteen,  fourteen,  and  fifteen 
years  of  age  respectively,  who  in  1835 
were  certified  to  be  eighteen  years  of  age. 
He  would  next  advert  to  the  fact,  that  the 
Returns  regarding  children  employed  in 
silk-mills,  to  which  the  restriction  of  twelve 
years  of  age  did  not  extend,  did  not  exhibit 
the  same  difference  with  respect  to  the 
numbers  of  the  difiTerent  ages  employed.  In 
Cheshire,  the  Returns  state  that  there  are 
employed  in  silk-mills,  children  of  twelve 
years  of  age,  790;  of  thirteen,  791.  In 
Leek,  of  twelve,  117;  of  thirteen,  118; 
and  in  Scotland,  of  twelve,  51  ;  and  of 
thirteen,  52.  With  these  facts  before  them, 
it  was  impossible  to  avoid  the  conclusion 
that  the  Act  was  inefiPectual  for  the  pro- 
tection of  the  class  for  whose  benefit  it  was 
stated  to  have  been  passed.  Indeed,  Mr. 
Horner  stated,  in  his  Report,  that  full  one- 
third  of  th-  '•»»;i'*— n  employed  in  his  dis- 
trict h  ^jrtificates  of  being 
twelv  'eceptions  practised 
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upoo  the  laigeoos.  With  all  (Us  proof  ^ 
the  ineffectiveness  of  the  preseot  Bfll,  it 
might  have  been  expected  thit  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  would  have  come  dowD  t» 
the  House  to  enforce,  and  not  to  repeal, 
the  protection  given  the  children.  Bat 
when  asked,  on  the  introductioo  of  tlw 
measure,  he  said  it  was  his  inteotb 
merely  to  place  the  Act  as  it  stood  q|Mi 
the  Ist  of  March  last.  And  upoo  vhat 
grounds,  and  on  whose  part  did  the  rig^'t 
hon.  Gentleman  take  this  <*ourse?  Haa 
there  been  any  petitions  presented  in  few! 
of  this  measure?  No!  But  numeroiii 
petitions  had  been  presented  against  it 
This  day  was  presented  against  it  oa 
signed  by  35,000  from  Manchesteri  au 
ther  by  15,000  from  Glasgow,  another  ^ 
9,000  from  Leeds,  by  8,000  from  StockfW 
by  4,000  from  Ashton,  and  by  3,000  fro 
Warrington.  Surely  the  nohle  Lord 
the  head  of  the  Home  Department,  w 
called  upon  the  House  not  to  vote  foil 
motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Southvi 
(Mr.  Harvey)  on  the  Pension  List,becai 
there  were  only  two  small  petitions  in 
favour,  would  give  the  weignt  of  that 
gument  to  the  Bill,  and  recommend 
right  hon.  Colleague  to  withdraw  his  1 
as  it  was  unsupported  by  any  petition, 
opposed  by  the  loudly-expressed  desin 
the  great  body  of  the  people.  The 
Member  for  Bolton  said,  though  there 
not  been  petitions  there  had  been  memfi 
and  deputations.  True !  The  ^ 
whose  interests  the  right  hon.  Gentle 
advocated,  had  had  recourse  to  ani 
mode  of  proceeding.  Instead  of  pul 
making  known  their  wishes  to  this  ti 
they  had  privately  memorialized  the  I 
of  Trade ;  and,  in  acceding  to  their  v 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  became  tii 
vocate  of  the  masters,  instead  of  the 
trator  between  the  two  parties.  He 
not  to  occupy  such  a  position.  Bv\1 
haps,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  mijrli 
that  it  was  not  upon  these  memorial 
upon  the  Reports  of  the  Inspectors,  t; 
had  been  induced  to  bring  forwai 
Bill.  If  so,  why  did  he  not  adoj 
other  alterations  they  proposed  ?  \\' 
he  not  take  the  advice  of  Mr,  Ri^ 
and  do  away  with  the  distinction  h\ 
two  classes  of  children,  which  that  (i 
man  said  could  not  be  maintainetX 
belim'e  too,"  said  Mr.  Rickards,  **  t) 
limitation  of  one  class  of  children  td 
tain  number  of  hours,  and  anotht  r  1 
another,  in  the  same  mill,  can  ni'\  c^c 
in  force  by  l^gal  or  ofiicial  mean^. 
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sian  is  w  «uy  id  the  iaterior  of  biiIIb,  and 
d«tectiou  M  difficult,  that    when  pri?ate 
intereatc  combine,  the  vigilance  of  public 
officers,  if  not  always  on  the  spot,  may,  and 
will   be  cuntinuaDy  defeated."     Why  did 
not    the   right  hon.  Gentleman  do  away 
with   the  Educntion  Clauses,  which  were 
on  all  hands  allowed  bi  be  impracticable? 
Mr.  Horner  and  Mr.  Saunders  both  stated 
in  regard  to  these  clauses,  that  they  were 
the  great  error  of  the  Act ;  and  if  attempted 
to  be  put  in  force  would  cause  the  dis- 
missal of  all   the  children  liable  to  them. 
And,  abore  all,  why  did  the  right  hon. 
iientleman  not  limit  the  most  unconstitu- 
tional powers  which  the  inspector  at  pre- 
sent possessed,  and  which   Mr.   Rickards 
declared  tobecontrary  to  principle?  Why, 
if  the  right  hon.  Qentlemaii  professed  to 
proceed  u|>on  the  Reports  of  the  inspectors 
and  not  upon  the  reprei^entationB  of  the 
masters,  did  he  not    propose    these    and 
other  alterations  suggested  by  the  official 
'    gentleman  ?      The    reaeon    was    evident. 
'    He  was  anxious  to  reliere  the  manufac 
'    lurers  from  an    immediate  and    pressing 
'    difficulty,  and  he  feared,  lest  by  introduc- 
'    ing  other  alterations,  public  attention  might 
■  be  directed  to  the  subject.     He  would  ad- 
(   vise  the  right  bon.  Gentleman  to  open  up 
i'  the  whole  question  of  factory  labour,  and 
I    to  introduce  such  a  Bill  as  would  be  {irac- 
I    ticable — not  injurious  to  the  masters,  and 
S  just  and  beneficial  to  the  operatives,  and  in 
f  that  he  should  be  bappy  tu  lend  the  right 
3  hon.  Gentleman  his  humble   but  hearty 
t'  assistance.     But  to  the  present  proposal 
,'  he  felt  it  his  duty  to  give  his  strenuous 
,    np|Jositinn  ;  for  he  was  ouite  at  a  loss  to 
'  tell  what  Dew  arguments  dad  been  or  could 
V  be  advanced,  which  were  not  known  before 
i  the  passing  of  the   present  Act.     Were 
ff  they  to  be  told  that  parents  and  masters 
^j  would  concur  in  endeavouring  to  obtain, 
^ '  the  one  as  much  money,  and  the  other  as 
^>  much  work  aaposstLleoiit  of  the  children  ? 
j)  This  had  been  long  ago  proved  from  the 
^  CummittioBers'  Report.     The  hon.  Mem- 
^  ber  quoted  Mveral  {)assage8  showing  that 
,j/(he  parents  of  the  children  stimulated  them 
',r  to  extraordinary  exertions,  by  holding  out 
.:  to  them  a  hope  of  having  the   produce  uf 
,|,jthe  extra  hours  for  themselvei,  of  which 
Ifihe  parcnta  afterwards   defrauded  them. 
'.[  Nor  was  ibis  desire  on  the  part  of  (be 
.  pa  re  nil  to  derive  a  profit  from  their  chil- 
dren lit  all  times  dictated  by  necessity,  as 
':.:  the    hon.    Member    for    Wolverliampion 
'Vaished  the  House  to  believe;  he  bad  known 
'!,'iittlincef  of  men  earning  30ior40(.  per 


7T4 

week,  who  were  extremely  aiiiiotii  to 
have  their  children  introduced  into  ths 
mill  before  the  agp  permitted  by  law. 
"And  why  not?"  some  hon.  Genllemsn 
might  ask.  "  It  dees  the  children  no 
hurm;  they  are  as  happy  and  as  healthy 
as  childien  can  be."  The  extracts  read 
by  the  noble  Lord,  the  Member  tor  Dor- 
selshire,  from  (he  medical  evidence,  led  (O 
an  opposite  conclusion.  In  addition,  he 
would  trouble  the  House  with  the  result 
of  the  careful  examination  made  by  Dr. 
Hawkins,  of  tv^o  scbooli  in  Manchester. 
He  reported- — 

"  In  order  to  ascertuin  ihe  state  ofheallh  of 

the  yoiilhlul  factory  classes,  compHred  vilh 
youth  in  other  conditions,  I  made  a  cBreful 
enamination  of  the  Bennett- lire  el  Sunday 
School,  at  Manchester^  in  lyhich  abundance  of 
all  trades  eiisls.  I  accordingly  took  an  nc- 
count  of  SSO  of  both  sexes  nol  engaged  in 
factories,  and  of  3A0  of  both  sexes  engaged  in 
factories.  Uf  Ihe  former,  several  remain  at 
home  and  do  nothing;  some  are  in  service ; 
some  are  dress-makers ;  some  engaged  in 
IV  are  ho  uses  and  shops.  Tlieir  age  varied 
from  Dine  years  lo  twenty  for  the  raosl  part. 
or  ihe  350  not  in  factories,  twenty-one  had 
bad  health,  eigh(y>eig1it  had  middling  health, 
and  341  had  good  health;  but  of  350  in  fac- 
tories, seventy-three  had  bad  health,  134  had 
middling  health,  end  143  had  good  health. 

"Agstn,  St  the  Si.  Augustine*!  Sunday 
School,  at  Manchester,  I  compared  fif^y  boys 
engj^ged  in  factories,  with  fifty  boys  not  in 
factories;  some  of  whom  lived  at  home  doing 
nothing,  while  others  were  engaged  in  shops 
and  in  various  trades.  Of  the  ttfly  not  in  fac. 
lories,  one  bad  bad  h(!aUh,  eighteen  had 
middling  health,  and  thirly-one  had  good 
health;  but  of  the  fifty  in  factories,  thirteen 
had  bad  health,  nineteen  had  middling  beaUb, 
and  eighteen  had  good  health. 

"  It  will  be  seen  that  (he  advsniage  of  health 
is  at  least  double  at  these  institutions  on  (ha 
side  of  those  young  people  who  are  not  en- 
gaged in  faclory  work.  The  information 
afforded  (owards  (his  comparison  by  Ihe  re- 
gisters of  sick  clubs  or  benefit  societies,  is  not 
conclusive,  since  ihese  sick  clubs  usually  con- 
tain all  classes  indi^riminalely.  The  average 
quantity  of  illness  for  every  member  of  tha 
Bennett  School  Sick  Club,  during  the  year 
1833,  was  one  week,  one  day,  and  six  hours  • 
but  aVout  one-half  of  this  club  is  composed  of 
youth  not  engaged  in  factories.  It  appears  lo 
me  aJBO.  that  facloiv  children  are  usually  very 
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which  had  been  sent  round  to  hon.  Mem- 
bers— being  the  statement  of  a  sick  fund 
connected  with  a  Sunday  School  at 
Bolton,  from  which  it  appeared  that  there 


was  less  sickness  and  death  taumg  tbe 
cotton  spinners  than  among  the  operatives 
of  other  trades.  The  statement  was  o 
follows : — 


Subscribers. 

Relief. 

1 
Deaths. 

Cotton  Mill 
Operatives. 

Other 
Trades. 

i| 

o  o. 

58 
42 
40 

Amount. 

Other 

Trades. 

Amount. 

Cotton  Mill 
Operativei. 

1 

1 

1833 
1834 
1835 

284 
277 
283 

268 
272 
244 

45  14  6 
32  10  3 
32     3  0 

89 
95 
75 

75  17  3 
75  17  1 
51  19  0 

3 

1 
0 

3 
5 

ll 

Similar  statements  were  made  twenty 
years  ago,  and  in  answer  to  one  of  them, 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  Tamworth  in- 
indulged  in  a  strain  of  irony  *so  good 
humoured  and  so  pointed,  that  I  will  ven- 
ture to  read  it  to  the  House : — 

"The  instances  produced  from  the  evidence 
were  certainly  strong  enough  to  support  the 
most  unqualified  of  the  assertions  which  had 
been  made  as  to  the  healthiness  of  cotton 
mills.  One  of  the  instances  was  that  of  a 
mill  at  Glasgow,  in  which,  he  believed,  an 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite  (Mr.  Finlay)  was 
concerned.  It  was  given  in  evidence,  that  in 
this  mill,  873  children  were  employed  in  1811, 
871,  in  1812,  and  891,  in  1813.  Among  the 
873  there  were  only  three  deaths ;  among  the 
871,  two  deaths  ;  among  the  891,  two  deaths ; 
being  in  the  proportion  of  one  death  in  445 
persona.  So  very  extraordinarily  a  small  pro- 
portion had  naturally  excited  the  astonishment 
of  the  Committee,  and,  therefore,  as  was  to  be 
expected,  they  questioned  medical  gentlemen 
as  to  the  proportion  of  deaths  indifferent  parts 
of  the  kingdom.  When  this  statement  was 
shown  to  Sir  Gilbert  Blane,  he  expressed  his 
surprise,  and  observed,  that  if  the  fact  was  not 
asserted  by  respectable  persons,  he  should  not 
believe  it ;  and  being  asked  why  he  distrusted 
it,  he  said  that  the  average  number  of  deaths 
in  England  and  Wales,  was  one  in  fifty  (in 
1801  there  had  been  one  in  forty-four).  There 
were  favoured  spots  certainly,  Cardigan,  in 
which  the  deaths  were  as  one  in  seventy-four; 
Monmouth,in  which  therewas  one  in  sixty-eight; 
Cornwall,  one  in  sixty-two ;  and  Gloucester, 
one  in  sixty-one ;  yet,  in  cotton  factories^  they 
are  stated  as  one  in  445  I  In  one  of  Warton*s 
beautiful  poems,  which  begun  with  these 
lines. 

Within  that  mountain's  craggy  cell 
Delights  the  goddess  health  to  dwell  ? 

Af^f^r  neirJnw  where  the  abode  of  this  coy  god- 
^  ^ound,  whether  on  "  the  tufted 

-^ed  declivities"  ofMortlock, 


near  the  springs  of  Bath  or  Buxton,  amc^: 
woods  and  streams,  or  on  the  sea-shcre,  t 
certainly  would  have  been  an  extraordinin 
solution  of  the  perplexity  of  the  poet,  if,  v^t- 
he  inquired — 

In  what  dim  and  dark  retreat 

The  coy  nymph  fixed  afar'nte  sett? 

it  had  been  answered,  that  it  was  the  cottr- 
mills  of  Messrs.  Finlay  and  Co.,  at  Gltegc« 
yet  such  was  the  evidence  respecting  this  n.: 
that  its  salubrity  appeared  six  times  as  f^^- 
as  that  of  the  most  liealthy  part  of  the  kiDgo^'^ 
This  was  the  sort  of  evidence  which  had  bri: 
brought  to  disprove  the  evidence  of  disioterr- 
ed  persons,  of  medical  men,  and  even  of  ^"^ 
sons  who  had  an  interest  opposed  to  the  t:t^ 
sure  before  the  House. 

The  hon.  Member  for  Leeds  said,  hci^': 
children  were  well  fed,  and  well  dotb<M 
but  in  a  letter  to  Mr.  Rickards  bv  ^' 
Harrison,  a  surgeon  of  Preston,  v^Q^' 
authority  must  be  conclusive,  as  he  ^^•' 
he  had  measured  and  weighed  upirard^  i 
1^200  factory  children,  it  was  asserted, 

If  factory  children  were  as  well  fed  )^ 
clad  as  other  children,  and  if  their  abc-i 
were  as  cleanly  and  as  well  ventilated  as  ih  i 
children  employed  in  other  branches  of  lab^^ 
I  believe  that  few  employments  would  I 
found  equally  healthy. 

He  would  appeal,  however,  to  higber  f<*^ 
siderations  than  those  which  had  referet 
to  these  children,  as  mere  animals,  broiis^ 
into  the  world  for  the  sole  purpose  of^'^ 
ning  thread  and  weaving  calico.  Theyv< 
moral  agents,  endued  with  powers  of  rnii 
in  the  improvement  of  which  the  who!e 
the  social  system  was  materially  interest^ 
To  what  was  it  owing,  that  machinerf  ^ 
brought  to  such  a  state  of  perfection  ?  ' 
The  effects  of  mind.  And  the  imlirtdii 
connected  with  its  daily  operation  I 
time  to  combine  with  the  exercise  of  pi 
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sical  power^  the  workiogs  of  mental  inge- 
nuity, who  could  tell  what  new  triumphs 
of  genius — what  new  deFelopments  of  our 
vesouroes  might  be  manifested  ?     The  pre- 
sent system  crushed  all  the  exertions  of 
men  or  science  and  benevolence.    It  was  in 
vain  to  offer    to  young  people  working 
twelve  hours  a  day  the  advantage  of  me- 
chanics'  institutions  or  village  libraries. 
They  were  worn  out  with    fatigue    and 
could   not  read;  and  if,  in  consequence, 
thev  formed  habits  of  intemperance,  who 
could  wonder,  and  upon  whose  head  would 
fall  the  responsibility }     Ought  it  not  to 
rest,  in  some  degree,  upon  the  House,  if  it 
sanctioned    a    proposition    by  which    the 
children  should  be  deprived  of  the  oppor- 
tunities of  education  ?     And  was  it,  at  this 
time  of   unexampled  prosperity,  that  we 
were  to  be  called  upon  to  make  this  sacri- 
fice of  the  intellect  and  the  physical  ener- 
gies of  our  youthful  population  ?     He  had 
intended  to  have  considered  the  argument 
respecting  foreign  competition  ;  but  seeing 
the  desire  of  the  House  to  come  to  a  divi- 
sion, he  would  only  say,  that  since  the  first 
Factory  Bill  was  passed  in  1819,  the  im- 
port of  cotton   had  more    than  trebled, 
and  though  the  mill  belonging  to  the  hon. 
Member  for  Manchester,  which  spins  for 
the  Russian  market,  had  been  reduced  by 
Jaw  from  seventy-seven  to  sixty-nine  hours 
of  working  per  week,  the  export  of  yarn 
to  Russia  had  increased  from  4,500,000/. 
to   upwards  of  18,000,000/.  per  annum, 
notwithstanding  the  reduction  of  hours,  and 
the  protective  duty  of  6e/.    per    pound, 
which  the  Russian  Government  had  im- 
posed upon  all  yarn   imported  into  that 
country. 

Mr.  Boiling  said,  those  who  like  him 
advocated  a  moderate  system  of  legislation, 
were  pointed  at  as  persons  acting  contrary 
to  the  dictates  of  humanity;  but  that  he 
denied  ;  and  he  knew  it  would  be  believed 
in  the  district  to  which  he  belonged,  that 
there  was  nothing  he  said  in  the  House, 
which  he  should  not  be  prepared  to  assert, 
maintain,  and  answer  for,  out  of  the  House. 
The  hon.  (Gentleman  who  had  just  sat 
down  had  adverted  to  the  gentlemen  who 
came  to  London  as  a  deputation,  charging 
them  with  a  want  of  sufficient  boldness; 
but  such  an  accussition  came  with  a  bad 
grace  from  him,  a  manufacturer,  and  well 
acquainted  with  those  gentlemen,  who  cer- 
tainly were  not  liable  to  the  imputation  he 
was,  who,  reading  the  law,  and  knowing  it, 
vet  acted  in  violation  of  it,  as  was  shown 
py  the  endence  on  the  Table.    He  cer- 


tainly would  not  have  alluded  to  that  sub« 
ject,  but  for  the  charge  of  insincerity  which 
the  hon.   Member  had  made  against  his 
Majesty's  Government :  such  an  accusation, 
if  just,  could  not  apply  to  himself;  because 
he  was  not  among  the  advocates  of  the 
measure  of  1833,  and  he  stated  his  opinion 
to  that  effect  when  it  was  before  the  House. 
Since  that  time,  an  improving  spirit  had 
sprung  up  in   the  consideration   of   this 
measure;  and  he  rejoiced  to  see  the  calm 
and  dispassionate  manner  in  which  it  was 
now  discussed.     He  would  not  refer  the 
House  to  the  evidence  of  the  medical  men : 
doctors  differed  on  this  subject  as  on  most 
others ;  but  he  would  refer  to  the  sequel 
of  the  evidence  laid  upon  the  Table  of  the 
House  three  years  ago,  and  widely  circu- 
lated.    This  was  a  document  against  which 
mere  theory  could  not  stand ;  it  came  from 
the  most    unquestionable  source,   and    it 
showed  the  condition  of  the  population  of 
the  borough  he  represented,  which  raiglit 
be  taken  as  a  fair  specimen  of  the  state  of 
other  manufacturing  districts.   In  legislat- 
ing on   behalf  of  the  children,  the  House 
had  gone  beyond  its  own  intention.     They 
had  a  right  to  be  raised  to  an  equality  with 
the  other  residents  in  the  community, — 
but  the  House  had  raised  their  conditioa 
100  per  cent,  above  their  feUows,  and— 
all  the  while  led  away  by  false  humanity, 
those  who  did  it  believed  they  were  con- 
ferring the  greatest  benefit  upon  them  in 
so  doinff;    instead    of   which,  they  had 
merely  driven  them  firom  one  trade  to  an- 
other, which  was  worse  for  their  health, 
and  worse  for  them  in  every  other  respect 
than  that  from  which  they  had  been  driven. 
He  called   upon   the  House,  therefore,  to 
make  a  stana,  by  which  it  would  best  meet 
the  wants  of  those  for  whom  it  was  legi8« 
lating.      All  the  operatives  wanted    was 
some  restriction  ;  thev  were  satisfied  that 
the  factory  labour  did  not  injure  a  child  of 
ten  years;  the  document  he  alluded  to 
proved  it  beyond  disputation.     It  was  for 
the   House  and  the  country  to  consider 
whether  they  would  continue  a  restriction 
which  had  not  been  acted  upon  hitherto, 
and  which  if  it  were  acted  on  would  throw 
35,000  children  out  of  employment.     The 
concern  to  which  he  belonged  employed 
1,400  hands,  and  it  would  be  obliged  to 
discharge  at  least  ^^  of  them  if  this  Act 
were  enforced ;    and  where  would  those 
persons  go  ?     Was  it  for  their  benefit  to  be 
deprived  of  employment?     Not  for    the 
benefit  of  their  health,  certainly,  for  no 

trade  could  be  more  bealthjr  toaa  the 
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cotton  trade.  The  hon.  Member  who 
spoke  last,  alluding  to  a  meeting  at  Boltoo, 
asked  where  are  the  clergymen  of  the  dis- 
trict to  be  found ;  he  would  tell  the  hou. 
Member  that  the  clergyman  of  his  parish 
was  always  on  the  spot;  he  went  every 
morning  to  the  infant  school  in  which 
there  were  no  less  than  150  children  ;  he 
regularly  attended  and  delivered  a  li^cture 
at  the  workhouse  once  in  every  week  ;  he 
attended  a  parochial  meeting  every  Satur- 
day at  the  library,  for  the  purpose  of  see- 
ing that  proper  books  were  distributed; 
he  attended  the  savings'  bank  on  the  same 
day,  so  that  he  was  pretty  well  qualified  to 
judge  of  the  state  of  the  parish  with  respect 
to  education ;  and  the  children  in  the 
Sunday-school,  perhaps  receiving  no  other 
education,  were  as  well  qualified  to  read 
their  Bible,  the  only  true  source  of  all  true 
education,  as  any  others  F  All  education 
beyond  that  was  a  matter  of  opinion  ; 
though  some  persons  appeared  to  him  dis- 
posed to  fill  the  minds  orthe  working  classes 
with  a  species  of  knowledge  which  was  like 

giving  people  drams  instead  of  good  sound 
ome-brewed  ale.  He  was  disposed  to 
support  the  measure  of  the  right  hon. 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  because 
it  was  the  better  of  the  two.  There  must 
be  a  relaxation  of  the  present  Bill.  Theonly 
question  then  was^  huw  shall  we  accomplish 
it  ?  If  the  House  had  taken  a  false  step,  let 
it  repeal  the  clause,  and  the  best  results 
would  follow.  It  was  better  that  the 
children  should  work  under  the  care  of  the 
parents;  and  if  the  legislature  prevented 
this,  it  would  do  an  injustice  both  to  the 
parent  and  to  the  child. 

Mr.  John  Fielden  could  not  suffer  this 
debate  to  close  without  offering  a  few  ob- 
■ervations  to  the  House  ;  for  if  there  was 
any  subject  discussed  in  that  House,  which 
he  (Mr.  Fielder)  was  acquainted  with,  it 
was  this  one,  as  he  was  so  extensively  en- 
gaged in  manufactures  himself,  that  he 
could  not  but  thoroughly  understand  the 
necessities  and  condition  of  the  working 

Eeople  engaged  in  them.  The  hon.  Mem- 
er  for  Bolton  had  boasted  of  the  superior 
Condition  of  the  factory  hands  of  Bolton 
over  other  classes  living  in  that  borough ; 
but  before  he  would  listen  to  the  compari- 
son, he  must  know  what  was  the  condition 
of  the  people  against  whom  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber compared  the  factory  hands.  Now, 
he  happened  to  recollect  that  a  Committee 
of  this  H'^^e*  *»o'i  sat  for  two  years  to  ex- 
amine '  *on  of  the  band-Ioom 


weavers,  and  as  a  Member  of  that  CooiTrrt- 
tee  he  could  assert^  that  it  was  proved  t' .:' 
one-half  of  the  inhabitants  of  Boltoo  vfrt: 
hand-loom  weavers,  and  moreover,  trit 
they  and  their  families  lived  through'  ut- he 
year  upon  an  average  sum  of  twopence  t^^et 
farthings  a  liead  per  day.  Why,  he  kc  » 
this  fact  ;  it  was  proved  to  the  satbfjcrr. 
of  the  Committee ;  let  hon.  Members  cn- 
tradict  it  if  they  could.  Bat  if  t!i5«  b€ 
the  case,  what  became  of  the  compurscc. 
it  was  good  for  nothing ;  for  it  was  c-!f 
comparing  the  factory  hands  of  B  !:.- 
with  a  large  body  of  the  poorest  posii*  'c 
community.  He  said  nothing',  thererrt. 
in  favour  of  factory  lalK>ur  at  Bolton ;  a- 
he  (Mr.  Fielden)  would  say,  thai  so  fn:  : 
a  comparison  ought  not  to  sway  the  H-  j?-: 
for  a  moment,  and  then  he  would  pmi::. 
hon.  Members  whether  they  had  not  ht-r: 
enough  this  evening  to  determine  then  n 
resist  the  Bill  of  the  right  hon.  PresiLe.i 
of  the  Board  of  Trade.  Tliat  righi  licc. 
Gentleman  had  said,  that  35,000  chii-''^ 
would  be  thrown  out  of  work  if  this  E. . 
did  not  pass.  He  was  convinced  that  lo: 
thirty-five  would  be  thrown  out  of  vt^k 
by  throwing  out  the  Bill.  He  felt  satts^.ii 
of  it  as  a  manufacturer.  Again,  the  Hous. 
was  told  that  the  manufacturers  vcu;: 
suffer  by  yielding  to  the  noble  Lord's  (Ash- 
ley's) amendment.  This  was  the  won* 
appeal  that  could  be  made  to  the  House: 
for  he  was  sure  that  if  there  was  a  s\i'\ 
of  humanity  in  it,  the  House  wouM  neur 
set  private  interests  against  the  life  a^i 
happiness  of  these  poor  little  over-worketi 
children.  At  any  rate,  he  as  a  manutk- 
turer,  and  a  large  one,  too,  would  siy  tba 
he  would  throw  manufactures  to  the  wii.ds 
rather  than  he  would  balance  for  a  moment 
But  the  House  would  do  its  duty;  it 
would  not  drive  back  these  35,000  liti'e 
children  to  labour  incessantly  for  twei^t 
hours  a  day,  with  an  addition  of  the  timt 
they  often  had  to  spend  in  walking  to  snd 
from  their  homes.  It  surely  would  not  do 
this!  Allusion  had  been  made,  in  the  courK 
of  this  debate,  to  the  statement  of  Mr. 
M^Willtams  as  to  the  number  of  miles  that 
a  little  child  had  to  walk  in  a  factory.  It 
was  stated  at  fifteen  miles.  Now,  he  recol- 
lected,  that  at  a  meeting  of  Members  of  Par* 
liament  and  operatives  at  Manchester  la$t 
December,  similar  calculations  bad  beea 
brought  to  the  attention  of  himself  and  the 
Members  of  Parliament  present,  by  the 
operatives.     One  had  made  a  statemeot, 

•howinf  that  j^  child  In  ooe  miU  walked 
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twenty  foar-miles  in  the  day,  merely  walk- 
ing after  the  machine.  He  was  surprised 
at  this  statement,  and  he  observed  that  few 
could  believe  it  possible.  He,  however, 
mras  not  satisfied  until  he  had  tried  its  cor- 
rectness; and,  therefore,  when  he  went 
home,  he  went  into  his  own  factory,  and 
with  the  clock  before  him,  he  watched  a 
child  at  her  work,  and  having  watched  her 
some  ^ime,  he  then  calculated  the  distance 
sfce  had  to  go  in  a  day,  and  to  his  surprise 
he  found  it  to  be  nothing  short  of  twenty 
miles.  Talk  to  him  of  lightness  of  factory 
work  after  this !  It  was  monstrous.  And 
yet  it  was  this  that  the  hon.  Member  for 
Bolton  wanted.  He  called  on  the  Govern- 
ment, on  the  contrary,  to  enforce  the  pre- 
sent Act,  and  not  attempt  to  repeal  it ;  to 
send  more  inspectors  down  into  the  cotton 
districts,  and  have  it  put  in  force  rigidly. 
AH  the  work-people  worked  harder  than 
they  ought  to  do;  but  the  children  were 
unmercifully  treated.  The  inspectors  had 
given  their  opinion  as  to  what  quantity  of 
work  a  child  could  bear,  and  they  had  re- 
ferred also  to  medical  men  in  the  districts 
where  they  were  employed:  But  he  would 
like  to  know  who  would  value  suchevidence 
as  this,  collected  by  the  inspectors  for  any- 
thing, when  compared  with  that  of  such  men 
as  8ir  AnthonyCarlisle,Dr.Farr,Mr.Green, 
Dr.  Blundell,  and  the  other  eminent  men 
who  had  pronounced  our  factory  system  to 
be  nothing  short  of  infanticide  ?  There  had 
never  yet  been  an  efficient  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment on  this  subject,  and  if  he  had  to 
bring  in  one,  it  should  not  allow  more 
than  ten  hours'  labour  for  any  age  in 
factories.  We  were  told  of  foreign  compe- 
tition. He  believed  it  to  be  the  greatest 
humbug  in  the  world  1  But  this  was 
**  political  economy.*'  Now,  we  had  been 
warAed  by  one  of  the  able  physicians  ex- 
amined by  the  Committee,  that  we  have 
no  right  to  trench  on  '*  vital  economy"  to 
support  "political  economy;^  and  he  would 
say,  that,  if  this  House  would  pass  this 
Bill  and  make  these  poor  little  children  go 
back  into  slavery,  then  it  wanted  another 
reforming.  But  what  did  the  political  eco* 
nomists  say :  when  the  Noble  Marquess 
(Chandos)  brought  on  his  motion  about 
agricultural  distress,  they  said  it  would  not 
signify  if  England  did  not  grow  a  bushel  of 
wheat  or  barley,  so  prosperous  were  manu- 
factures, and  so  completely  were  we  inde- 
pendent of  the  land;  and  yet  it  seems  that 
we  cannot  go  on  in  manufactures  without 
working  tbete  poor  little  children  for  twelve 


hours  a  day  I  That  was  our  prosperity  I 
His  fear  was  that  this  was  only  a  beginning 
of  a  total  repeal  of  Lord  Althorp's  Act,  and 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  bring 
in  a  Bill  next  year  to  repeal  that  Act.  He 
knew  that  the  present  Act  was  inconvenient 
but  it  did,  in  some  measure,  save  the  little 
children.  It  was  inconvenient,  but  it  was 
not  impracticable,  as  it  was  called.  He 
(Mr.  Fielden)  knew  it,  for  he  observed  every 
clause  of  it  himself,  schooling  clause  and 
all.  But  he  had  always  known  that  the 
'^relays,"  as  they  were  called  by  those  who 
speak  of  the  working  people  as  they  speak 
of  cattle,  could  not  be  had.  His  opinion, 
however,  as  a  manufacturer,  and  as  one  of 
some  feelings  of  humanity,  was,  that  Lord 
Althorp's  Act  ought  to  be  maintained  and 
enforced,  and  if  it  was  repealed  by  this 
night's  vote,  he  would  go  on  working  for  a 
Ten-hours  Bill,  and  he  would  never  cease 
while  he  had  life.  We  had  always  been 
told  that  shortening  the  hours  of  labour  of 
these  poor  children  would  ruin  us.  When 
the  hours  were  ninety  hours  a  week, eighty- 
nine  hours,  seventy-two  hours,  sixty-eight 
hours^^at  every  time  when  we  wanted  them 
reduced— our  opponents  have  said  the  les- 
sening the  time  would  ruin  us ;  and  yet  we 
have  shortened  them  :  and  we  are  told  now 
that  we  are  more  prosperous  than  ever. 
Then  he  asked  the  House  if  such  predic* 
tions  were  not  false,  and  he  implored  it  to 
adopt  the  amendment  of  the  noble  Lord. 

Sir  Robert  Peel  wished  to  separate  the 
appeal  which  the  hon.  Member  for  Oldham 
bad  made  to  the  reason  and  deliberate 
judgment  of  the  House,  from  that  which 
he  had  made  to  their  passions;  an  appeal, 
he  must  say,  however,  which,  standing  as 
the  hon.  Gentleman  did,  free  from  the  im- 
putation of  all  interested  motives,  came 
from  him  with  peculiar  grace.  There  was 
no  speech  that  had  been  delivered  that  night, 
however  creditable  it  was  to  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman who  pronounced  it,  that  had  so  great 
an  efiect  in  convincing  him  of  the  impro- 
priety of  acceding  to  this  motion,  as  the 
speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Oldham, 
unless,  indeed,  it  was  that  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Ashtou  (Mr.  Hindley  V  What 
was  the  result  of  the  argument  of  that  hon. 
Member,  a  Bill  passed  in  1833,  which  pro- 
vided that  the  children  under  the  age  of 
thirteen  should  not  work  more  than  eight 
hours  a-day  in  cotton  factories.  That  Bill 
assumed,  that  there  could  be  two  relays  of 
children,  and  the  mills  might  consequently 

work  sixteen  hours  a-day.    The  hon.  Gen^ 
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t»««wui.  koircTer,  admitted,  and  he  un- 
«knt«x-td  the  boiu  Member  for  Oldham  to 
Kc  «f  the  wne  opinion,  that  this  system  of 
rrbrK  w»s  immcticable,  so  that  the  law 
in  ctf<«t  midbited  working  more  than  eight 
K<^«n  »«dbr.  He  had  come  down  to  the 
Ho««e  pcrJ^tlr  unfettered^  and  uncertain 
vrhtti  (\Hine  he  should  pursue.  He  had 
i«ei^t^  $CYerftl  communications  upon  the 
¥n\)>»ect^  and  «ecn  sereral  parties,  but  had 
axv^W  to  pledge  himself  upon  a  question 
x^-^K^i  hftd  appotfed  attended  with  so  many 
t^.rlfrv'ni«tio^  The  two  speeches  he  had  aL. 
r«hV  rcferrc^d  to  h*d»  however,  convinced 
yAtii  t^M  «vme  altcraticm  was  necessary. 
VhnX  \**fris\AXive  interference  was  necessary 
>re  ^Tis  ^ymx-iioccd ;  bcv**u9e  he  was  afraid 
thiit  th^  YtfitTiTal  s^ceiion  of  parents  in  this 
<*«"  t^'jR  w*  to  be  tt  listed.  The  point  to 
V  piirtc^  was  to  ix^iUte  the  hours  of 
*)*>v»»ir,  w  t>iAt  th*  law  shotild,  on  the  one 
hftrtAy  ^^iSit  the  uix)ue  wwking  of  chil- 
Wtv¥is  *vn^^  'im  the  oth^r,  not  impose  any 
v^Y^rh^vw!Ary  re^ttieuons  on  the  mill-owners, 
XH  >v^  h  w\j|thi  oi^erate  as  a  check  on  this 
ifs>fk\  bwweh  of  national  industry.  The 
N\»;^i  h«M^«  (unitleman  oueht  not  to  have 
l^miiMl  his  Bill  to  the  single  point  to  which 
M  ifV'tVrred,  because  the  present  law  had  been 
t^iud  inoperative  in  several  respects ;  but  if 
h»  rejected  the  proposed  amendment  of  the 
law,  though  he  thought  it  did  not  go  far 
enough,  he  should  imply  that  he  was  con- 
tent with  the  law  as  it  stood,  which  was 
uot  the  case.  By  voting  for  the  Bill,  how. 
i>ver,  he  should  still  preserve  his  right  to 
ubur  it  in  Committee,  and  at  the  same  time 
lu^ivo  his  readiness  to  amend  the  present 
UvVi  sliould  he  even  act  as  a  friend  of  the 
vhiMron  hy  refusing  to  alter  the  law.  The 
hs«u.  Miuulior  for  Oldham  had  staled,  that 
\w  kuow  uf  H/)00  cnscs  of  false  certi6cates 
UHU^^mIi  lu  thn  district  of  the  country 
x\ivl\  ^vhivh  hu  WHS  connected,  by  which 
vUilvl^vu  uiulor  ugo  evaded  the  law. 
Nv(\N,  uu^^ht-  tliu  HouRC  to  be  satisGed 
\\uU  MU«h  a  MiUu  of  things?  Even  the 
U«uv  Mnulivr  foi*  Oldham  himself,  firmly 
^-  \\\^  \^\w^\^\  (Im  rlf{ht  hon.  Gentleman's 
u\t«U\u^i  m\\  |MMVt*d  that  he  was  not 
•4iM4<Im\  \\\\\\  ilto  Uwv  M  it  stood.  He 
\^M  0\>»  lttMH>  OuU  1 1 10  practical  effect  of 
\\\^  \y\  \\.\-i  \\\  mmIuim'  tliu  numl)er  of  work- 
li^i  U\\\\\  4  Mm  ^ht«  wlilli%  lit  his  opinion,  the 
liuudtii^  i')(uul(l  W  W\s*  Ttiu  luin.  Member 
uiUi't).  \\{i\\  1^,  \s\\\\\\\  mil  lit)  natUfied  until 
hv  u[\iwvK\v\\  tti  |ito«  \\\  {\\d  i\  Trn  {lours*  DilL 
If  «ii,  wliy  (iitl  III,  ||i4|„|  ill,,  |iivNciil  motion? 
"9^»'"  ""M  till.  Ju.ii  (ItMillmiuifi*  ''I  resist 
{(  bccautfo  ^  .,y  ivv^fiiig  in  force 
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an  absurd  law —  a  law  which  mutt  in  tt( 
long  run  prejudice  the  masters,— I  iJiJ 
compel  them  to  submit  to  my  widiei.''  Nov 
was  that  the  fair  way  to  l^alate?  Wii 
that  the  way  to  make  the  kwiespected? 
The  hon.  Member  thought  the  present  bw 
absurd,  and  yet  he  was  prepared  to  vote  k 
its  continuance.      Other  hon.  Members  be 
was  sorry  to  say,  supported  the  hon.  Mas- 
her for  Oldham ;  and  prominent  in  the  i«t 
stood  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  H  :L 
That  hon.  Member  had  compared  tbe  (dis- 
pute about  the   hours  of  child-labour  c 
factories  to  that  which  existed  '^Twii: 
Tweedle-dum    and    Tweedle^ee."     He 
should  only  say,  that  had  the  hon.  Memk: 
enacted  the  part  of  Tweedle-dum-^  oo  iLf 
present  occasion,    he   would  have  sboTn 
more  wisdom.       If  the  existing  lav  V2« 
bad,  here  was  a  proportion  for  its  aiD^nv- 
ment ;  for  the  title  of  the  Bill  was,  An  Ar. 
to  amend  the  Acts  for  regulating  the  klxvr 
of  young  persons   employed  in  facicnfs. 
That  title  would  admit  of  any  smeoi-^' 
of  the  law.      It  would  admit  of  an  amen:* 
ment  with  respect  to  the  granting  of  cer- 
tificates.    If  that  part  of  the  law  wb.ii 
required  the  production  of  certificates  a^  ^' 
age  were  worth  anything,  it  ought  to  k 
enforced.       At  present  no  penally  c«'jW 
be  inflicted  upon  a  person  who  misht  grai'> 
a  false  certificate,  unless   an  iatormarx^ 
were  laid   within  fourteen  days  from  ik 
commission  of  the  ofience.      The  io5p tvtcn 
reported,  that  under  this  restriction  it  ^^^ 
almost  impossible  to  visit  the  offence  ^i-' 
punishment.     AfWr  reading  the  Re|X)rts  ct 
the  Commissioners,  and  seeing  the  m^";^* 
in  which  the  law  was  violated,  it  wa<  "im- 
possible, on  the  score  of  humanity,  to  les^'^ 
the  law  in  its  present  state.      He  must  ^tv, 
that  the    inspectors,    judging  from  th^^** 
Reports,  appeared  to  be  disintcreste(Uit- 
nesses,  and  to  give  their  evidence  free  fr'^ 
any  undue  bias.      Mr.  Homer  stated,  anl 
he  was  confirmed  by  the  testimony  of  ^}l 
Howell,  that,  through  the  abuse  of  ciTtii> 
cates,   the  proTisions  of  the  existing  Av» 
were  constantly  violated  by  the  eroplnynH- 
of  children  in  factones,  under  the  agelinii^^"*^ 
by  the  Statute;  and  that  new  provi^^'^' 
might  be  devised  for  obviating  these  i^^^^^: 
tions  of  the  Act.       Now  he  appealed  to  hi< 
noble  Friend  (Lord   Ashley),   for  ^^^^ 
intentions  he  entertained  the  utmost  rcsp^^ 
and  he  asked  him  whether  he  was  content  (^ 
leave  the  law  in  its  present  state,  ^^\^ 
Mr.  Horner  said  that  an  amendment  wpu-^ 
prevent  it  being  ewi Jed,  He  knew  that  it «-' 
necessaij  to  take  som^  precaution  agai^'t 
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the  cupidity  of  parents,  and  he  thought  that 
that  might  be  done  by  a  more  simple  law 
than  the  present.    He  thoucht  it  would  be 
preferable  to  the  existing  law  to  declare^ 
that  no  children  below  a  certain  age  should 
be  allowed  to  work  in  factories  (making 
provision  at  the  same  time  against  the  grant. 
ing^  of  false  certificates)^  and  then  to  prescribe 
the  number  of  hours  during  which  all  per- 
sons above  that  age  should  work.       By 
sanctioning  the  system  of  relays  of  children^ 
wre  hold  out  an  inducement  to  adults  to  over- 
tax their  strength,  for  they  would  then 
work  sixteen  hours  a-day.     Then,  again, 
how  could  the  system  of  relays  be  extended 
to  remote  districts  }     There  were  a  great 
number  of  mills  in  England  not  in  the 
vicinity  of  large  towns,  and  which  did  not 
'work  by  steam,  but  by  water.power.    Sup- 
pose one  of  these  with  a  hundred  hands,  and 
forty  children,  how  could  the  relay  system 
be  extended  to  it?      The  restrictions  here 
gave  no  security,  for  the  law  could  not  be 
acted  on.     Why,  then,  preserve  a  clause 
which,  if  not  carried  into  effect,  might,  in 
consequence  of  its  frequent  violation,  bring 
into  disrespect  and  contempt  those  which 
might  otherwise  prove  operative?      Sup- 
posing the  system  of  having  two  sets  of 
children  to  work  eight  hours  each  were 
adopted,  would  not  a  premium  be  held  out 
to  adults,  on  whom  no  restriction  was  im- 
posed, to  tax  their  powers  to  the  utmost,  in 
order  that  by  working  double  they  might 
obtain  that  degree  of  employment  their 
wants  would  require.     While,  therefore, 
they  professed  to  support  the  children  work- 
ing in  factories,  by  compelling  the  masters 
to  adopt  the  system  of  relays,  they  would  be 
doing  an  act  of  great  injury  to  the  adult 
labourers.     Then  with  regard  to  schools,  as 
they  would  be  afiected  by  the  relay  system. 
Was  the  school  to  be  connected  with  the 
factory  ?     If  not,  it  must  be  but  a  short 
distance  from  it?     Was  the  school  to  be 
opened  during  the  entire  time  of  labour  ? 
If  not,  you  have  made  no  corresponding 
provisions  for  the  hours  of  work  and  the 
hours  of  education.     As  he  understood  the 
proposition  of  the  right  hon«  Gentleman  it 
was  this:-«That  children    under  twelve 
years  of  age  should  continue  subject  to  the 
present  law  (or,  in  other  words,  that  their 
period  of  labour  should  be  eight  hours),  but 
that  children  above  twelve  years  might  be 
called  on  to  work  for    sixty-nine   hours 
a^week,  or  twelve  hours  for  five  days,  and 
nine  for  the  sixth,  being  Saturday.    He 
thought  that  even  with  this  amendment  the 
hw  would  be  in  an  ttoSfttis&Qtoxy  state,  but 


feeling  that  it  was  quite  impossible  to  please 
aU  parties,  and  that  the  cure  was  not  quite 
so  bad  as  the  disease ;  feeling,  also,  that  the 
existing  law  was  not  consistent  with  hu« 
manity ;  he  was  willing  to  entertain  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  proposal.  Then, 
one  word  as  to  the  danger  of  forei^  com* 
petition,  said  to  be  likely  to  result  from  this 
question,  and  urged  as  an  argument  against 
it.  The  danger  of  competition  was  a  per- 
fectly good  ground  for  reducing  the  duty  on 
cotton-wool,  but  the  danger  oi  competition 
was  not  a  good  ground  for  endangering  the 
health  of  the  factory  children.  He  was 
quite  opposed  to  the  adoption  of  any  severe 
restrictions  on  labour,  from  the  belief  that 
they  were  calculated  to  undermine  the  com- 
mercial energies  of  the  country,  and  thereby 
to  strike  a  blow  against  the  happiness  and 
comfort  of  the  people;  but  when  he  was 
asked  whether  he  would  resist  any  attempt 
at  amendment,  or  whether  he  would  sup- 
port the  continuance  of  the  present  law,  he 
felt  bound  to  say  he  was  conscious  of  the 
necessity  of  amendment,  and,  therefore,  that 
he  would  vote  for  the  proposition  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman. 

Lord  Francis  Egerlon  felt  altogether 
disinclined  to  join  with  those  who  attempted 
to  throw  discredit  on  the  course  taken  by 
his  Majesty^s  Government,  although,  at 
the  same  time,  he  entertained  the  opinion 
that  the  proposition  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman wtio  acted  as  its  organ  was  by  no 
means  adequate  to  meet  the  defects  wnich 
the  existing  law  permitted.  His  intention 
was  to  vote  in  favour  of  the  original  mo- 
tion; but,  following  the  example  of  his 
right  hon.  friend,  the  Member  for  Tam- 
worth,  he  would  not  pledge  himself  to  be 
confined  by  the  precise  terms  of  the 
amendments,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  had 
in  contemplation.  He  would  only  further 
observe,  that  he  should  be  very  apprehen- 
sive of  any  measure  upon  the  subject  under 
consideration,  which  left  out  of  view  the 
question  of  foreign  competition. 

Mr.  Finch  differed,  with  regret,  from 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  Tamworth,  for 
he  was  convinced  that  the  Bill  ought  to 
be  negatived.  In  voting  against  it»  how- 
ever, he  did  it  with  the  hope,  that  a  really 
efficient  measure  would  speedily  be  brought 
forward. 

Mr.  Qoulhurn  said,  that  although  he, 
for  the  moat  part,  concurred  in  toe  ar- 
gument of  his  right  hon.  Friend,  the  Mem« 
ber  for  Tamworth,  he  could  not  concur  in 
the  rote  be  intimated  his  iutentionof  giring 
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In  f^tfufl^  ftflpilfMl  fh<r  ri^t  ftrm.  IS»uviiiac&  i  {nfitiuotlBFAuL  aUbmt  — r^ii*"i-'|  to  pre- 

h^  5>U  lh«  irf9fii!''A€  4if^jniiHs  in  iii»  ri^mi  j  ^«nl!  •teesniaiiHi:  ami  rfeaoiL 

Jnvffifwmt ;    but  flUtir   having  Hifant  f»if  j>     Hha  Eiiim  diFnfai  ibk  tite  «neiBai  Ma- 

Iwit  trt  ffWe  hrt  support  ff>  fh#»  anRniiaiinitfi^  |»                      r  ^  -^*-^     i 

H*  n»nfff  mfi<^nfT«»fi  irif.h  h)»  r^rnt  Iiiiil.  I  ^.        ^    ^  "* _     .  , 

Ffi.*nd  In  Ibrnkm*  that  fM  ^iH^..al  Tjir*'  5.ianu,firc  Floroy,  Lc^L. 

A          toll      #    t-*^^         ff  J    *               ^        1     ^-na^wirti^  J^  Former,  C.  >. 
trtry    M»ll    off    Mil,  rali^ri  W  ^7«dt  ami     L511i«i.  Sr  J^ 

fir,f)^iH«'r'fhV  ftm^fiWrn^nt ;  an^  if  lUe  rj^itc  liuniow.  IL. 

f»rm.  CWt'^'nmn  n|>|)o^»ti!  wore  th«ii  pv««yiiA.  5Hiin«niiiHT^  JL. 
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fur  M  to  «ifl)j>rt  rliiMrvfi  uo<ler  thsrtcn 
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t^'^n  »^imiMi^hfd»  by  the  adoption  of  the 
\\{ih\  1>on.  ^♦'ntlf^mRMVprop'Hilion.  Under 
\h\*i  \'\v\\  of  the  rft^»  thrn*fi>rp,  he  felt  called 
>iV'^  ^^  mpporl  the  amendment  of  his 

Mv.  rfw^'A-p/  ^id»  It  Wftn  evident  that  a 
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\\'\'^n<  \iv.Mr  vftvf'tM«lly»  now  came  down 
\\\\]\  i\  Pill  to  flf'ptroy  tine  of  the  most  im- 
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;i  M  \\M.  Hie  ttMinbpr  Mftted 
•>.  r^vid  tht^  i*tntem«»nt  hnd  not 
•.'\iv.t :  thnt  tvrtpftn  pvll  which, 
I  4^  l>i-  r^MdtT»t»  OMtfht  to  be 
"•  ^}r>  ^K\\\  H^Mf  iiiln  Com. 
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Bjof ,  It.  boD.  G.  S. 
Cuzipbtll,  Sir  J. 
Campbell,  W.  F. 
CaTeodishy  boa.  C. 
Carendisb,  boo.  G.  H. 
Chalmers,  P. 
Childers  J.  W. 
CHre,  E.  B. 
Colbome,  N.  W.  R. 
Cole,  Lord 
Collier,  J. 

Cow  per,  hon.  W.  F. 
Ciawford,  W. 
Crawlej,  S. 
Ciarteis,  H.  B. 
Curtei*,  E,  B. 
Dalmenr,  Lord 
Deoifon,  J.  R. 
Diveu,  E. 
Donkin,  Sir  R. 
Dancombe,  T. 
Dundas,  hoB«  T. 
Duodas,  J.  D. 
DunIop«  J« 
Ebringtvsa,  Ijoid 
Egerton,  W.  T, 
Egerton,  Ssr  l\ 
EUice,  nth<  feo«u  F^ 
Entwisle,  Ji« 
Erans,  G. 
Ewart 
Pazal 
Fieic 
Ferg 
Fcr^ 


Gisfc«iriie,  T. 
Gtirrioiu  R. 
Oranam.  rt.  ban.  Sir  J. 

Grev^  Sir  G. 

Kiati««  A. 
Hanvkioa^  J.  £L 
Hiy.  Sir  A.  L. 

lleaxiicoat,  X 
H^aeaze,  E. 
Heron,  Sir  S. 
H  ^bdofise,  Tt.hD.5iT  I. 
Hodfo,  T.  L. 

Uccsnxaiiy  £• 
Uooldsworth,  T. 
uowardy  boo.  £• 
Howard,  P.  H. 
Hsoie,  J. 
Ingham,  R. 
Johnstone,  Sir  J. 
Johostooe,  J.  J-  H. 
Kearslej,  J.  H. 
Kjii^t,  U.  G. 
Laboucfacrejft.  boo.  II. 
Lee,  J.  £.. 
Lees,  J.  F. 
Lefevre,  C.  S. 
Lemon,  Sir  C 
Lennox,  Lord  G. 
Lennox,  Lord  A* 
Loch,  J. 
Long,  W. 
Lowther,  Lord 
Lynch,  A.  U. 
Mackensie,  S. 
M'Leod,  R. 
M'Namani,  Major 
MTaggart,  J. 
Alahar,  J. 
Marjoribanks,  S. 
Marshall,  W. 
Maule,  hon.  F. 
Morpeth,  Lord 
Mullina,  F.  W. 
Murray,  rt.  boa*  X  ^ 
Nagle,  Sir  R, 
O'Brien,  C, 
CConoeil,  IX 
CConr*'/^  J- 
0*CcmT^'\  31.  /. 
OTof^ofVj.  y 

OTonoT  ' 

O' Fermi 
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Parnell,  rt.  hon.  Sir  U. 
Parrot r,  J. 
Parry^  Sir  U  P.  J. 
Patten,  J.  W. 
Pease,  J. 
Peely  rt.  hon.  Sir  R. 
Pelham,  lion.  C.  A. 
Pcndarves,  E.  W.  W. 
Philips,  M. 
Philips,  G.  R. 
Pinney,  W. 
Potter,  R. 
Power,  J. 
Price,  Sir  R. 
Pryme,  G. 
Pusey,  P. 
Reid,  Sir  J.  R. 
Rice,  rt.  hon.  T.  S. 
Ridley,  Sir  M.  W* 
Roche,  D. 
Rolfe,  Sir  R,  M. 
Russell,  Lord  Jt 
Russell,  Lord 
Rutliven,  E. 
Ryle,  J. 
San  don,  Lord 
San  ford,  B.  A. 
Scott,  Sir  E.  D. 
Scott,  J.  W. 
Scrope,  G.  P. 

LUtof 

Aglionby,  H.  A. 
Agnew,  Sir  A. 
A 1  ford,  Lord 
Alsager,  Captain 
Angerstein,  J, 
Ashley,  Lord 
Attwood,  T. 
Bagot,  hon.  W. 
Baillie,  H.  D. 
Balfour,  T. 
Baring,  T. 
Barnard,  E.  G. 
Bateson,  Sir  R. 
Benett,  J. 
Bentinck,  Lord  W, 
Bethell,  R. 
Bewes,  T. 
Blackburne,  I. 
Bonham,  R.  F. 
Borthwick,  P. 
BramstoD,  T.  W. 
Brotherton,  J. 
Brownrigg,  S. 
Bruce,  C.  L.  C. 
Bnien,  P. 
Buller,  C. 
Buxton,  T,  F. 
Canning,  rt.  hon .  Sir  S. 
Cayley,  E.  S. 
Chandos,  Marquess  of 
^lin,  Colonel 

an,  A. 

iter,  A* 


Seale,  Colonel 
Sheppard,  T. 
Smith,  R.  V. 
Speirs,  A. 
Stanley,  Lord 
Strutt,  £. 
Stuart,  Lord  J. 
Stuart,  V. 
Talbot,  J. 
Thomas,  Colonel 
Thomson,  rt.  bo.  C.P. 
Thorncly,  T. 
Trclawney,  Sir  W. 
Troubridge,  Sir  E.  T. 
Turner,  W. 
Villiers,  C.  P. 
Virian,  J.  H. 
Walker,  R. 
Warburton,  H. 
Ward,  H.  G. 
Wemyss,  Captain 
Westenra,  hon.  H.  R. 
Winnington,  H. 
Wood,  C. 
Wortley,  hon.  J.  S. 
Wrighlson,  W.  B. 
Young,  J. 

TELLERS. 

Steuart,  R. 
Stanley,  E.  J. 

the  Noes. 

Clive,  hon.  R.  U. 
Codrington,  C  W. 
Compton,  H  C. 
Corbett,  T.  G. 
Crawford,  W.  S. 
Darlington,  Earl  of 
Dillwyn,  L.  W. 
Dottin,  A.  R. 
Dowdeswell,  W. 
Duffield,  T. 
Dunbar,  G. 
Duncombe,  hon.  W. 
Duncombe,  hon.  A. 
East,  J.  B. 
East  nor,  Viscount 
Eaton,  R.  J. 
Kgerton,  Lord  F. 
Elley,  Sir  J. 
Elwes,  J.  P. 
Ferguson,  O. 
Fielden,  J. 
Finch,  G. 
Fleetwood,  P.  H. 
Fleming,  J. 
Foley,  E.  T. 
Forbes,  W. 
Fremantle,  Sir  T. 
Fresh6eld  J.  W. 
Gaskell,  D. 
Gaskell,  J.  M. 
Gladstone,  T. 
Gladstone,  W.  £• 
Gore,  O. 
Goring,  H.  D. 
■''^ulbuTn,  rt.hon.  H 


Orlmstott,  Lord 
Orimslon,  hon.  E.  IL 
Golly,  J. 
lialford,  U. 
Hamilton,  Lord  C. 
Hardinge,rt.  hn.Sir  H. 
Hardy,  J. 
Harland,  W.  C. 
Harvey,  D.  W. 
Hector,  C.  J. 
Henniker,  Lord 
Hill,  Sir  R. 
Hogg,  J.  W. 
Hope,  J. 
Howard  R. 
Floy,  J;  B. 
Hughes,  H. 
Jackson,  Sergeant 
Jervis,  J. 
Inglts,  Sir  R.  H. 
Johnstone,  A. 
Jones,  W. 
Jones,  T. 
Irton,  S. 
Kemp,  T.  R. 
Kerrison,  Sir  E. 
King,  E.  B. 
Knatchbull,  Sir  E. 
Knightley,  Sir  C. 
Langton,  W.  G. 
Lawson,  A. 
Lefroy,  A. 
Lincoln,  Earl  of 
Lister,  E.  C. 
Longfield,  R. 
Lowther,  hon.  Col. 
Lowtber,  J.  H. 
Lushington,  Dr. 
Lushington,  C. 
Mackionon,  W.  A. 
Mahon,  Lord 
Manners,  Lord  C.  S. 
Marsland,  T. 
Maunsell,  T.  P. 
Maxwell,  J. 
Mordaunt,  Sir  J. 
Musgrave,  Sir  R. 
Neeld,  J. 
Neeld,  J. 
North,  F. 
O'Brien,  W.  S. 
Owen,  H.  O. 
Palmer,  R. 
Penruddocke,  J.  H. 


Perceval,  Colonel 
Pluroptre,  J.  P. 
Plunket,  hon.  R.  £, 
Polhill,  F. 

Pollen,  sir  J.  W.      , 
Pollington,  Lord 
Poulter,  J.  S. 
Praed,  W.  M. 
Price,  S.  G. 
Pringle,  A. 
Robinson,  G.  R. 
Rundle,  J« 
Rushbrooke,  Colonel 
Scarlett,  hon.  R. 
Scliolefield,  J. 
Scourfield,  W.  H. 
Shaw,  right  hon.  F. 
Sibtborp,  Colonel 
Sinclair,  Sir  G. 
Smith,  A. 
Smyth,  Sir  H. 
Strickland,  Sir  G. 
Slurt,  H.  C. 
Talfourd,  Serjeant 
Thompson,  Alderman 
Thompson,  Colonel 
Townley,  R.  G. 
Trevor,  hon.  A. 
Trevor,  hon.  G.  R* 
Tulk,  C.  As 
Twiss,  H. 
Vere,  Sir  C.  B. 
Verner,  Colonel 
Vesey,  hon.  T. 
Vivian,  J.  B. 
Vyvyan,  Sir  R. 
Walter,  J. 
Wason,  R. 
Welby,  G.  E. 
Wilbraham,  G. 
Wilbraham,  hon.  B. 
Wilde,  Sergeant 
Williams,  f.  P. 
Williams,  W. 
Williamson,  Sir  H. 
Wilmot,  Sir  J.  E. 
Wilson,  H. 
Wodeliouse,  E. 
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jMit.  Cootidcrin;  that  a  fntrictioo  to 
nineteen  tears  depends  naeh  npon  yonr 
Lofdsbips*  judieial  decisions,  and  yoor 
cooslniciion  of  deeds  of  entail,  and  that 
jour  opinions  might  trart,  I  should  not 
object  to  m  clause  fixing  the  exact  dara- 
tion  by  Act  of  Parliament.  In  coming  to 
these  decisions,  your  Lordships  acted 
upon  the  presumed  »ish  of  the  entailer, 
that  each  succeeding  heir  should  partici- 
pate equally  in  the  income ;  and  that  at 
times,  not  too  remote  from  each  otherj 
they  should  hare  the  opportunity  of  making 
a  new  arrangement  of  teims,  and  a  new 
selection  of  tenants.  Bnt  this  could  not 
be  advantageoQsly  done  by  an  Act,  unless 
the  tenants  had  some  term ;  as  to  what 
that  should  be,  opinions  haveraried :  some 
of  the  most  prudent  men  in  Scotland 
possessing  their  lands  in  fee* simple,*  but 
hafing  a  due  regard  for  their  successors, 
have  given  leases  of  two  and  even  three 
nineteens.  Some  years  ago,  lands  were 
universally  let  in  Scotland  for  twenty-one 
tears ;  in  England,  nineteen  years  would 
be  thought  too  much.  I  should  not, 
therefore,  object  to  defining  by  Statute, 
the  endurance  of  a  fair  lease,  leaving  to  the 
Committee  to  decide  whether  twenty-one 
years  should  be  adopted  in  preference  to 
nineteen.  To  the  power  of  granting  leases 
of  mines  and  minerals  for  thirty-one  years, 
there  appears  to  me  to  be  no  objection,  con- 
sidering the  great  outlay  which  is  required, 
the  difficulty  of  procuring  tenants  without 
the  encouragement  of  a  long  lease,  and 
that,  in  many  instances,  the  existence  of 
the  minerals  might  not  have  been  known 
to  the  entailer.  But  the  most  important 
feature  of  the  Dill  is  the  power  which 
in  given  to  the  heir  in  possession ;  not* 
witlittmuling:  the  express  prohibitions  and 
restrtctions  of  the  Entail,  to  grant  feus  of 
sny  portion  of  the  estate  for  the  purpose 
of'hiiildini;.  My  noble  Friend  assumes, 
Ihni  huildliiff  must  be  an  improvement 
(which  I  fnnnot  admit  without  reserva- 
\Un\\  uhtl  \\p  HityH,  that  he  would  have 
pitifpi^ft3i|  eivlnif  the  heir  the  power  of 
gUMllMtf  Immh  Im^vt'ii,  hut  that  he  knows, 
nh^  )  ««(tiM*milU«M  {Up  MMtrmentfthat  there 
U  ksk\^s  A  \*^P\m\W0  in  Hontland  in  favour 
M>  \v\k^^  \\\i\\  \\\ps  will  not  tnkt  leases  of 
Huy  \p{\^\\\  \  itMil  I  U^MP  had  occasion  to 
K»»*»Wi  tli.a  1^  |»»»umm  hnvlHg  tnkrna  const* 
vlu^H^ilu  mMiudv  »«(  \mm\^  fur  which  he 
»i*piv;kv.k<  iv  »^»»»^*»  ftOiW  ttur  Annum  on 
i^wll^liu^  im«»w,  vHMhl  MMt  i|i4|Mtiift  of  any 
YM\  M>  U  ^♦♦m  \\i^  HMt  k«HniMlv  M  lo  the 
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A  lettm  «t  efCB  Mtf  mn, 
however,  would  hate  beeo  eoasdered  as 
alienatiott,  but  m  fco  is  wiiicb  moK  %<:  ^ 
so  considered.  It  is  a  tirtoal  shesir^.o: 
for  though  ao  income  be  reserted,  <S.zh 
by  this  restrictioo,  as  to  taking  en«^<. 
the  emolument  is  distributed  orsr  :*e 
series  of  heirs,  all  the  eoanextoo  brt^r^ 
landlord  and  tenant,  be  it  weak  or  $1--: 
is  broken.  It  creates  a  set  of  new :  - 
prielors,  not  always  of  the  best  descr:." 
it  would  add  considerably  to  the  ?'.*  '' 
of  that  valuable  class,  which  by  tt^  r- 
session  of  the  mtatastrtis  of  inte!  :'^ 
and  property  combined,  as  thersf?'^*'^- 
sented  by  10/.,  are  entitled  to  T«t  : 
Members  of  Parliament ;  but  over  t'v 
the  superior  has  no  infiaeoce.  If  '* 
politics  be  similar,  they  mat  tote  f:*  - 
same  candidate ;  but  to  iiis  succt^?^ 
should  his  politics  be  diflTerent,  thejv 
be  most  obnoxious  neighbours,  not  t 
separated  from  the  estate,  but  a  oc  -i'  * 
within  it.  The  restriction  as  to  b:  V 
houses  of  the  value  of  100/.  on  eicb  ir- 
affords  no  protection  against  the  efe:: 
subdivision  and  sub-tenancy;  o€>j  j 
paupers  may  be  created  for  whom  -^ 
proprietor  may  be  hereafter  called  ::- 
to  provide,  by  paying  his  proportioD  c  :• 
assessment.  I  can  appeal  to  some  c:  y- 
noble  Lords,  my  countrymen  herepr^ - 
who  will  not  think  it  an  exagg^'^*- 
statement,  I  can  speak  positively  to  •  •* 
within  my  own  knowledge.  1  do  : » 
speak  of  this  as  the  motive  which  -- 
duces  my  noble  Friend  to  bring  is  •*- 
Bill,  bnt  as  an  inevitable  consequ^'-*^' 
It  is  very  true,  that  those  who  pc*** 
estates  in  fee^mple,  may  feu  and  buiL  ii 
they  please,  and  the  Legislature  would  r  - 
on  the  one  hand, interfere  to  prevent  it;  ^^  * 
on  the  other  hand,  I  do  not  suppose  t*** 
Parliament  will  be  tempted  to  encoo'-i^ 
that  sort  of  building  by  overturning  ^** 
law  of  entaiL  Now,  upon  what  princ- ' 
is  this  Bill  gixranded?  Is  it  that  i-^ 
entailer  omitted  to  give  powers,  from  vt-' 
of  foresight,  and  that  Parliament  (d-^ 
repair  the  omission  ?  The  Bill  does  r.i 
apply  to  omissions,  bat  to  positive  prc^ 
bitions.  Indeed,  though  entails  inScv 
land  may  be  of  intemun;ible  dvrition,^^' 
heir  is  little  restricted,  as  he  csfl  do  (^-^ 
which  he  is  not  tpecisUy  prohibited  f'*^* 
doing;  errors  of  omi:4*ion,  tliereiore,  i^- 
not  so  much  affect  him.  Wiiilc  io  Vj'* 
land,  though  the  dinviion  of  ih«'  »"'' 
may  be  shortened,  the  litii  cannot  do  (^-'^ 


797 


Alotff 


{Mat  10} 


(Scotimd), 


7tt 


which  to  18  not  ipeciaHy  penDitted  to  do* 
Omissions,  therefore,  may  be  very  incon* 
venient  to  him,  and  yet  I  have  not  heard 
that  any  «ach  bill  for  the  relief  of  heirs  of 
entail  in  Eoglaod  is  in  contemplation.  Is 
\i  because  the  restriction  is  objectionable  ? 
Why,  if  your  Lordahips  pass  the  Bill,  the 
person  who  shall  the  next  day  make  an 
entail,  containing  the  same  restrictions, 
Till  leave  it  operative  upon  his  successors, 
rhjie  a  deed  of  entail  executed  last  year 
n\\  not  be  valid.  My  noble  Friend  may 
nswer  that,  if  this  Bill  should  pass,  a 
ill  to  prevent  such  restrictions  in  future 
lUSt  follow ;  that  is  exactly  what  I  expect, 
id  it  coofirma  me  in  my  objections  to  the 
ill,  notwithstanding  the  unassuming  title 
ven  to  it  by  my  noble  Friend  of  a  Bill 
r  the  Relief  of  Heirs  of  Entail.  It  is,  in 
:t,  part  of  a  measure  for  restricting  the 
wers  of  an  entailer.  This  clause,  my 
rdi,  is  to  make  a  new  will  for  a  man  to 
f,  that  he  omitted  to  give  powers,  or 
it  he  knowingly  inserted  restrictions 
ich,  bad  he  been  as  wise  as  the  framers 
the  Bill,  he  would  not  have  inserted. 
HT,  if  we  were  to  admit  this  reasoning. 
Id  there  not  be  some  limit  to  the  doubt 

0  the  entailer's  foresight  in  proportion, 
taps,  to  the  remoteness  of  the  time  in 
:h  he  lived?  If  he  had  existed  a 
ury  ago,  he  might  not  have  foreseen 
l^reat  extension  of  buildings  and  other 
ovements;  but  if  he  had  made  his 

1  in  1834,  would  he  not  have  wit- 
d  part  of  that  buildings  anticipated 
(tension,  and  knowingly,  advisedly, 
cated  it,  and,  as  far  as  in  him  lay 
nted  it,  for  the  benefit,  and  for  the 
rt  of  his  heirs?  The  noble  £arl 
to  think,  that  it  is  better  to  proceed 

general   law,  than  by  private  bills, 
are    aeldom    refused.      1  cannot 
with  hioi;  there  may  be  cases  of  ex- 
bard  ship.  An  heir  might  be  restricted 
»u tiding  upon  land  situated  in  the 
of  a   town,  which  he  could  not 
or  cultivate  with  advantage ;  and, 
h    a   special  case,  the  Legislature 
^rant  relief.     But  such  applications 
en  refused  ;  in  one  instance,  to  my 
Ige,  where  it  was  stated  that  the 
'   power    to  grant  building  leases 
omission   in  the    testator.     Thia 
proved,  as  he  had,  in  anticipation 
ing;,     granted    this   power    as    it 
one    part  of  the  estate,  but  had 
it  as  to  the  other,  and  so  the  Bill 
eted.       Upon  these  grounds,  my 


Lords,  tbo«gh  ready  to  discuss  aH  these 
points  in  the  Committee,  I  sliall  oppose 
this  clause.  It  is  a  subject  of  great  im- 
portance to  the  people  of  Scotland,  and  I 
must  express  a  hope  that  we  shall  on 
other  occasions,  secure  the  assistance  of 
the  noble  and  learned  Lords,  who  are 
Members  of  this  House,  for  whether  the 
Law  of  entail  shall  remain  as  it  is,  or  be 
subject  to  great  alterations  as  proposed  in 
this  Bill,  the  adherence  to  the  present 
law,  or  the  introduction  of  such  alterations 
will  be  much  more  satisfactory*  if  it  be 
sanctioned  by  those  learned  Lords,  to 
whom,  in  the  exercise  of  your  judicial 
functions,  your  Lordships  always  look 
for  advice,  and  upon  whose  legal  wisdom 
and  experience  the  people  of  Scotland 
confidently  rely. 

The  Duke  of  Buccleuch  stid,  he  felt 
very  great  apprehensions  with  reference 
to  any  Bill  brought  into  that  House,  the 
object  of  which  was  to  interfere  with 
entails  in  Scotland.  An  ill-advised  mea- 
sure of  that  nature  might  be  fraught  with 
great  danger  to  the  whole  of  the  entailed 
property  in  that  country.  Though  the 
noble  Earl  said  that  it  was  neoessary  for 
the  Legislature  to  interfere  to  prevent  the 
lockiDg.up  of  capital  in  Scotland,  he,  for 
his  own  part,  oould  not  see  any  such 
necessity;  because  sufficient  opportuni* 
ties  daily  occurred  in  Scotland  for  laying 
out  capital  on  landed  property.  He  would 
not  oppose  the  second  reaaing;  but  he 
hoped  that  in  the  Committee  the  Bill 
would  be  thoroughly  examined,  becsuse 
there  were  some  points  in  it  which  he 
conceived  involved  considerable  danger. 
The  noble  Earl  proposed  to  allow  lands 
to  be  leased  for  twenty-one  years ;  now  be 
believed  that,  generally,  lands  were  let  on 
ituproviuf?  leases  for  lives ;  and  he  found 
no  difficulty  whatever  in  procuring  active 
and  substantial  tenants  upon  leases  of  that 
description. 

The  Earl  of  KinnouU  supported  the 
Bill,  which  he  thought  calculated  to  be 
very  beneficial  both  to  heirs  and  to  per- 
sons in  possession  of  estates. 

The  Earl  of  iiiercieen  could  not  see  any 
reasonable  objection  to  the  second  reading 
of  such  a  Bill  as  this.  Although  great 
difference  of  opinion  existed  on  the  law  of 
entail  in  Scotland,  he  was  convinced  that 
nil  parties  would  best  promote  the  im* 
provenient  of  that  law,  by  paying  a  strict 
attention  to  this  Bill,  which,' when  modi- 
fied in  Committee,  for  ho  did  not  pledge. 
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Lord  Wynford  replied,  liuit  ht  ..  -  i'*^ 
conio  to  ihat  House  to  arjrui   lor  ffS  *'-'-' 
lie  felt  great  pleasure  in  sufvnie.  v  .  *• 
most    reverend    Prclale    l.ad    i.  . 
him  lie  look  an  crnnutui^  n.  v\   .' 

plHItt. 

*i'ln  (  l.wise  was  agrovil  : 
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On  Clause  3  being  put, 
The  Bishop  of  Exeter  said,  that,  how- 
ver  popular  it  might  be  in  that  House  or 
tlsewhere  to  do  away  with  pluralities, 
le  protested  against  the  restricting  of 
>luralities  within  the  limitation  of  ten 
niles.  Pluralities  must  be  endured,  and 
le  was  sorry  to  see  an  attempt  made  to 
lut  an  end  to  them,  even  in  deference  to 
;he  feeling  of  the  country,  which  he  knew 
:o  be  strong.  If  the  system  were  carried 
lo  the  extent  proposed,  there  would  be  no 
probationary  occupation  for  the  clergy. 
[n  the  south  of  Scotland,  there  were  a 
variety  of  persons  called  probationers  and 
ordained  clergymen,  of  which  number  Dr. 
Chalmers  had  assured  him  that  he  him- 
self had  been  one.  He  wished  to  see 
such  clergymen  as  the  meritorious  rectors 
of  the  great  parishes  of  the  metropolis  and 
other  towns,  endowed  with  small  cures,  at 
which  they  might  take  some  months'  re- 
creation in  every  year  from  their  painful 
duties.  For  mien  in  such  a  situation  as«« 
suredly  1,000/.  a-year  was  not  too  much, 
and  in  his  opinion,  their  Lordships  would 
do  a  great  mischief  by  doing  away  with 
pluralities. 

The  Bishop  of  London  denied  that  the 
Bill  would  do  away  with  pluralities.  It 
would  only  restrict  them. 

The  Earl  of  Harrowby  contended  it  was 
not  at  all  necessary  to  give  a  clergyman 
to  each  parish,  for  many  parishes  were  not 
DOW  sufficiently  populous  to  require  the 
exclusive    attention  of   a   minister,  and 
noble  Lords,  he  thought,  would  feel  that 
this  observation  applied  with  more  force 
when  they  recollected  that  emoluments  in 
the  Church  were  often  in  the  inverse  ratio 
to  p9pulation  and  duties;  it  therefore  be- 
came impossible  to  rectify  these  imperfec- 
tions otherwise  than  by  pluralities.     Hold- 
ing those  opinions,  he  still  thought  it  most 
desirable    that  arrangements  should    be 
made  with  regard  to  Church  benefices, 
tending  as  much  as  circumstances  would 
allow  to  equalize  emoluments ;    but  as  to 
any  other    application    of   ecclesiastical 
funds— as  to  abstracting  a  shilling  from 
the  property  of  the  Church,  no  man  in  his 
senses,  who  had  considered  the  question, 
would  seriously  entertain  such  a  notion, 
unless  be  contemplated  the  destruction  of 
the  Church. 

The  Archbishop  of  Canterbury  observed, 
hat  ^ble  Lords  should  bear  in  mind  that 
•  ':.ii  ie  other  partitas  than  themselves 
i.«ll  Ipttof  thp  Bill,  and  he  hoped 


they  would  also  recollect  that  its  failure 
would  be  most  unfortunate. 
On  Clause  4, 

Lord  Wyn/ord  objected  to  it  as  very 
unequal.  If  a  man  held  a  living  under 
the  value  of  5001.^  be  might  hold  another 
of  nearly  the  same  value,  and  thus  have 
an  income  of  nearly  1,000/.,  while  a 
clergyman,  whose  living  was  worth  rather 
more  than  500/.  could  not  hold  a  second 
living.  He  had  a  clause  prepared  as  a 
substitute  for  the  4lh  Clause,  and  he 
therefore  should  move,  That  the  clause  be 
expunged. 

The  Archbishop  of  Canterbury  had  no 
very  material  objection  to  the  views  of  the 
noble  Lord,  as  they  coincided  with  those 
he  had  embodied  into  a  Bill  last  year.  He 
could  not,  however,  consent  to  expunge  the 
clause,  for  that  would  leave  every  dergy- 
man  at  liberty  to  hold  two  or  more  livings. 
Lord  Wvnford  would  adapt  bis  amend- 
ment to  the  views  of  the  most  reverend 
prelate. 

Lord  Ashburton  did  not  wish  to  increase 
the  dependence  of  the  inferior  clergy  on 
the  Bishops,  and  he  would  rather  that  the 
privilege  of  holding  two  livings  should  be 
conceded  direct  by  Parliament,  than  that 
it  should  be  dependent  on  the  sanction  of 
the  Bishop. 

The  Ajt:bbishop  of  Canterbury  said, 
every  clergyman  could  purchase  a  plurality 
of  benefices,  but  he  must  be  examined  by 
the  Archbishop  who  had  the  power  to  dis- 
qualify him.  The  clergy  dia  not,  he  be- 
lieved, think  themselves  disgraced  by  that 
power.  He  had  ever  found  the  dergy  cor« 
dially  disposed,  and  the  intercourse  between 
them  ana  the  Bishops  was  one  of  mutual 
liberality.  All  the  scandal  brought  upon 
the  Church  was  occasioned  by  a  few  in« 
stances  of  improper  conduct  which  the 
Bishops  had  no  power  to  punish.  To 
enable  the  Bishops  to  punish  sudi  dergy- 
men  by  depriving  them  of  their  property, 
or  by  some  other  means,  was  indispensable 
to  preserve  the  Church  free  from  scandal. 
Lord  Ashburton  had  been,  he  was  afraid, 
misunderstood.  What  he  desired  was,  to 
see  the  dergy  subjected  to  law,  instead  of 
bein^  exposed  to  what  he  might  call  the 
caprice  of  individuals. 

The  Bishop  of  London  wished  to  see  the 
clergy  not  dependent  on  the  Bishops,  but 
there  must  be  some  meaus  of  preserving 
discipline.  He  claimed  on  the  part  of  the 
Bishops  of  the  Church  of  England,  the 
credit  of  having  exercised  the  power  in- 
trusted to  thero,  without  abusing  it.  Pla- 
2D 
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FklitJes  were  aitogether  an  iDnoratioti  ir 
an  abuse,   but  u  circomitances  were 
prescDt  in  the  Church,  they  must  be  tol 
lilted,  and  no  permna  were  bo  fit  to  ha 
the   power    of   regulating    them    as    I 
Bishnpi.     He   knew   cases  of   clergyr 
boldiog,    withiD  a    circle    of    ten    m' 
lifings  to  (he  amount  otS.OOOL,  eiery 
of  which  was  under  500L  a-year. 
waa  a  case   for    the   interference   of 
Bishops  }  and  if  they  had  the  power  1 
ject  to  such  H  state  of  things,  but  no 
to  alter  it,  unless  the  metropolita 
firmed  tbe  objection,  he  could  not  d 
that   adv  but  the  most    beneflcia' 
could  arise. 

The  Duke  of  Wellington  was  c 
that  measures  had  Dot  been  befort  " 

to  improve  the  discipline  of  the  ■ 

A  Commiasion  had  inquired  int  /  • 

ject,   but  no  remedy  for   the  p  "■• 

been  derised.'    He  was  conriur  *... 

waa  necessary  to  preserve  that  u  .. 

clause  which  gave  increased  p  ;•■>.■ 

Bishops.  ^^  ^ 

Lord  TTjn/ferrf Would  confii  ...,.„'. 

ment  to  altering  the  income  n-   i  ., 

no  person  should  Lold  twi  ..        ..,! 

SOW.  to  1,00(1/.  ._.  '  \,, 

The  Committee  dirided  / .  .-w  .j 

clause:— Contents  29;  >  „  , 

majority  22.  ,    ^,     „ 

The  clause  to  stand  pa  . "..  ,.,  -.j, 

The  remaining  clause 
tbe  House  resumed,  a'  «  .i-  .   •.  •, 

receired.  ..... 
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£tail  the 
his  mea- 

.  will  be, 


of  thoae 
matters 

;rly  dia- 
brought 

Lherefore 

1  Metn- 
briDg  it 
benetita 
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untry,  I 
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for  any 
nitted  in 


^ ..  pany  to 

'^,^000/.  to  their  capital,  and  on  the 

*»"'  "f  limited  responsibility.    By  the 

jfi0  Bill  they  seek  only  for  an  increase 

j.-r-''^'  that  amount,  and  on  the  priDciple 

.  ji^imited  liability.     The  objection  upon 

'  "^'i  grounds  to  the  increase  being  thus 

"^lil^ed,  I  shall  vote  for  the  motion. 

'  '^^iKouut  ClemmU  considered  the  hosti- 

■  ^„    with  which    the  motion    berore  the 

n>i    **"■  *'"d  been  met,  was  quit«  uncalled 

tv.a  were  the   focts  of  the  case  i> 

■Fal  7  were  desirous  of  increasing 

W '  '  the  purposes  of  their  busi- 

■ng  so  they  availed  them- 

'eges  which  they  enjoyed 

That  was    dissented 

'^'uf^ ~^ected. 
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second  time,  and  compiled  with  what  was 
required  of  them  ;  and  strange  to  say,  they 
were  again  opposed.  All  whowere  acquaint- 
ed with  the  interests  of  Ireland  must  be 
aware  of  the  advantages  conlerred  on  it  by 
the  introduction  of  steam- vessels,  which 
was  mainly  owing  to  this  Company,  who 
by  their  exertions  and  enterprise  carried 
improvements  into  the  interior  of  the 
country,  Kirticularly  in  those  neglected 
districts  adjoining  the  banks  of  theShannon. 
It  WHS  argued  by  those  connected  with  the 
interests  of  Scotland,  that  the  Scotch 
companies  should  have  similar  privileges; 
but  that  was  not  objected  to  bv  this  Com- 
pany, who  had  not  interfered  with  sny 
other  company.  However,  lie  could  not 
avoid  saying,  that  from  the  extent  of  the 
opposition  directed  against  the  Dublin 
Steam-packet  Company,  it  appeared  to 
him  that  theobject  was,  to  remove  competi- 
tion, that  the  Scotch  companies  might 
avail  themselves  of  the  advantages  that 
would  be  gained  by  competitors  being  out 
of  the  field.  This  was  no  new  company  ; 
it  was  a  successful  one,  that  had  done 
much  good  in  Ireland,  and  if  the  present 
motion  were  defeated,  it  would'make  a  bad 
impression  on  his  (Lord  Clement's)  side 
of  the  water,  where  the  outlay  of  capital 
was  so  much  sought  for.  He  could  not 
conceive  how  hon.  Members  could  support 
every  railroad  humbug  brought  before 
them,  and  appose  such  a  measure  of  utility 
as  that  under  consideration. 

Sir  George  Clerk  said,  the  question  be- 
fore them  was  whether  sufficient  had  been 
shown  by  the  hon.  Members  who  intro- 
duced and  supported  this  motion  for 
violating  the  standing  orders  of  the  House. 
Here  was  a  Bill  that  was  rejected  by  the 
House,  and  with  a  slight  alteration  intro- 
duced again  at  that  late  period  of  the  ses- 
sion, with  no  other  recommendation  than 
the  statements  of  interested  indiridnals. 
If  the  House  were  to  agree  to  such  a  pro- 
position, as  well  might  they  legislate  on 
the  presentation  of  a  petition.  The  Bill 
on  the  former  occaaioo  had  been  opposed 
by  numerous  inBuential  parties,  who  had ' 
the  trouble  of  attending,  but  who  were  not 
prepared  for  its  being  brought  forward  a 
second  time.  He  thought  there  ^ould  be 
a  minute  inquiry  instituted  before  the 
motion  was  acceded  to.  He  would  oppote  - 
the  granting  leave  to  introduce  the  Bill.      > 

Mr.  George  F.  Young  was  sorry  that 
those  who  supported  this  motion  did  not; 
foJIow  the  example  and  exercise  the  dia. 
oetioD  of  the  bon.  and  learned  JSleiober 
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who  introdacod  it     Either  this  Bill  wai 
or  was  not  the  tame  in  principle  «•  that 
which  had  been  thrown  out  berore  by  the 
Houae.     If  it  was  the  same   Bill,  they 
oonld  have  little  hesitation  in  rejecting  it ) 
if  it  was  not,  the  promoters  of  it  should 
show  a  very  great  necessity  for  introducing 
k  at  this  late  period  of  the  Session  before 
the  House  gave  it  their  sanction,  and  that 
in  direct  violation  of  the  Standing  Orders. 
The  object  of  this  company  was  to  increase 
their  capital  to  h  sum  of  150,000^ ;  and  on 
the  rejection  of  the  Bill,  they  complain 
of  the  hardship  of  their  case,  as  they  had 
already  enterea  into  contracts  for  the  build- 
ing  of  steam  vessels   to  the  amount  of 
137,000^     How  that  expenditure  was  to 
promote  the  internal  improvement  of  Ire- 
land he   (Mr.   Young)  was  at  a  loss  to 
understand.    The  lion,  and  learned  Member 
said,  that  it  was  necessary  to  build  these 
vessels  to  enable  the  company  to  enter  into 
competition  for  conveying  the   mails  lor 
the    Past*office;    he  thought  that  would 
not  be  a  sufficient  reason  for  the  House 
departing  from  the  general  rule  laid  down 
for  the  regulation  of  private  Bills,  and  ac- 
ceding to  this  motion. 

Mr.  O'Connell:  the  hon.  Member  accuses 
me  of  having  stated  that  this  company  had 
entered  into  a  contract  with  the  Post-oilice, 
and  that  that  was  what  induced  them  to 
build  additional  steamovessels,  one  word  of 
which  never  escaped  my  lips;  but  some 
observations   were  made  during   the  dis- 
cussion which  would  bear  that  import,  but 
the  hon.  Member  was  bo  pussled  and  con* 
fused   that  he  could  not  distinguish  one 
ftrom  another.     He  (Mr.  O'Connell)  consi- 
dered that  he  had  much  reason  to  complain, 
and  complain  bitterly  at  the  hostility  he  had 
met    nith    on  introducing   this    motion, 
which  should  have  been  reserved  until  the 
Bill    was  on  the   table,  and   then   tliey 
might  with  propriety  have   stated  their 
objections,    and   it    would    be  his  (Mr. 
O'Couneirs)  duty  to  explain  and  remove 
them.     Let  the  Bill  be  brought  before  the 
House,  and  if  it  did  not  contain  the  prin- 
ciple of  an  unlimited  responsibility  on  the 
pirt  of  every  shareholder  to  the  full  extent 
of  his  property,  reject  it ;  but  do  not  on 
mere  form  and  technicalities  defeat  a  mea* 
sure  calculated  to  impart  so  many  advan- 
tages to  Ireland,     Hon.    Members  were 
often  heard  to  indulge  in  what  ha  (Mr. 
O'Connell)  would  not  term  *'  cant,"  alMut 
the  tntroduclion  of  capital  into  Ireland  | 
hers  was  an  opportunity  of  doing  in,  not 
esperimcotally   but   »^ — *8— "-    mnd  bt 


would  be  glad  to  know  on  what  sA^rn- 
grounds  they  oouM    reftne  assent  to  i 
He  had  not  a  particle  of  penoasl  ictere^ 
in  the  measure :  bis  suppoK  was  Aam 
from  his  cotiactousoeas  €>f  the  advaata^e 
would    be    to    Ireland.      CaatpiaiDta  l. 
been  made,  that  sufficient  netioe  hd  & 
been  ffiven  of  an  intention  to  brio;  io  u: 
Bill,  but  that  would    not  appear  from  ri 
manner  in    which     hon.    Gentlemes  •" 
posed  it  from  all  aidcsa  of  the  House,  ai 
ne  would  aak  was  for   leave  to  place  t  •■ 
Bill  upon  the  table  of  the  House,  tk  ^ 
would  give  it  up  and  allow  of  its  rifi . 
rejected  the  moment   any  boo.  Gentltr;^ 
said  that  it  was  not  what  he  had  descrim 
it  to  be. 

The  House  divided:  A3re8    106;  V 
65  :^»Majonty  41. 

Leave  given  to  brings  in  the  Bill. 

Tub  Ladiks*  Gallkr^.J    Mr. Gr.v.'. 
Berkeley  inquired  whether  it  was  tbcn- 
tention  of  Government   to   male  pn»rN  - 
for  the   accoromudation    of    ladies  in  '" 
Strangers*  gallery,  in  pursuence  of  the  .t- 
port  of  the  Select  Comqfiittee,  approved '» 
the  House,  before  the  firat  of  June,  bc.a^^ 
in  that  case  he  should  beg  to  wi(AJnw  :^  | 
motion  of  which  he  had  given  notice,  fo:  -* 
address  to  his  Majesty  on  the  subj^^  ^ 
even  in  o^. 

Lord  John  Russeil  did  not  think  i*  >- 
visable  that  the  question  shouM  se^   ^ 
submitted  to  debate  and  division,  the  r.^-  , 
lutions  of  the  hon.  Member  haWnr  ^  ' 
already  twice  acceded  to  by  the  H  ^ 
and  accordingly  Government  was  nftt  '  * 
propose  an  esrimate  on  the  suhject.    ^  - 
it  was  out  of  his  power  to  fia  thii  --' 
June   for  the  completion  of  the  arvV 
ments;    indeed,  he  did  not  vefy  ^--  "^ 
how  they  could  be  compIeU»i  bet  *■  - 
recess. 

Sir  Edward    Knafchbrnfl  had  tit!  '  •" 
fortune  on  this  subject  to  differ  b   "•  ' 
from  the  hon.  Member  for  West  d »•*"'] 
shire  ;   the  question,  he  conteadi^*^  **' 
again  undergo  consideratioa  in  C»i<Bth. '-' 
and  when  the  estimate  was  eto' •-'  * 
the  House,  it  would  be  quite  ctm^^"-  '^ 
hon.  Members  to  n^ativc  the  e^i 
position. 

Lord  John  Rutsel!  dii  wc  «  * 
mean   to  preclude  th«  ai^^ 
course.     The  view  he  Kvk  a 
w-^     •'    •  -1k»  House  hari- 
t  that  the  . 

Mrifton,  pru)v«c  ea  - 
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>n  ike  subject,  in  order  to  carry  into  effect 
what  he  presumed  were  the  wishes  of  the 
Hoase  in  that  respect ;  although  he  con« 
feaaed  (as  might  indeed  appear  from  the 
votes  he  had  already  given),  if  he  had 
merely  followed  his  own  judgment  in  the 
matter,  he  i^uld  most  willingly  have  seen 
the  hon.  Hember  (Mr.  G.  Berkeley)  in  a 
minority* 

Sir  Roberi  InalU  expresMd  a  hope,  that 
as  the  House  had  onee  negatived  the  pro- 
poaitioo  last  Sesnon,  when  it  came  to  be 
re-coiisidered  in  Committee,  it  would  still 
meet  a  similar  fate. 
Subject  dropped. 

Paupbr  LuNATica^^Nsw  Poor  Law.3 
Colonel  Chichester  was  anxious  to  put  a 
question  to  the  noble  Lord,  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department,  which> 
altbouffh  not  on  the  all-engrossing  subject 
of  the  ladies,  was  nevertheless  of  very  great 
importance.     He  wished  to  know  whether 
it  was  the  intention  of  Government  this 
Session   to  propose  any   measure  fur  the 
better   relief  and  maintenance  of  pauper 
lunatics  in  England  and  Wales — an  un- 
fortunate class  of  persons,  most  inadequately 
and  improperly  provided  for  under  the  pre- 
sent system. 

Lord  John  Russell  was  quite  ready  to 
admit  that  the  clauses  in  the  new  Poor  Law 
Act  with  respect  to  pauper  lunatics  had  oc- 
casioned some  inconvenience,  and  perhaps 
not  a  little  sufferings  to  that  unfortunate 
class  of  persons ;  at  the  same  time,  untO  he 
had  fully  consulted  the  Poor  Law  Com- 
missioners on  the  subject,  he  could  not 
pledge  himself  to  bring  in  any  Bill  during 
the  present  Session. 

Sir  Thomas  Fremanile  hoped  the  noble 
Secretary  for  the  Home  Department  would 
answer  another  question  he  had  to  put, 
connected  with  the  Poor  Law  Amendment 
Bill,  with  respect  to  money  advanced  to 
unions  for  the  building  of  workhouses.  He 
wished  to  know  whether  Government 
would  extend  the  period  for  repayment 
from  ten  to  fourteen  or  twenty  years ;  and 
also  whether  they  would  allow  a  reduction 
of  the  interest  payable  on  the  loan  below 
^U  per  cent  ? 

Lord  Johm  Russell  said,  with  respect  to 
the  latter  part  of  the  question,  his  right 
hon<  Friend,  the  Chancellor  of  the  £x<- 
chequer  had  already  reduced  the  rate  of  in- 
t  "-est  on  any  advances  which  might  be 
1  le  for  the  buildiug  of  workhouses  from 
^L  per  cent^  but  it  was  not  thouj^ht 
I       ^to  mak9  any  further  reduction. 


As  to  the  time  fixed  for  repayment,  he  had 
to  state,  that  on  an  application  of  the  parties, 
declaring  their  wishes  to  that  effect.  Go. 
vemment  would  have  no  objection  to  extend 
the  period  to  twenty  years. 
Subject  dropped. 

Privatb  Bills.]]  The  Order  of  the 
Day  was  read  for  resuming  the  adjourned 
debate  on  the  Bill  for  regulating  the  ex«i 
pense  of  proving  titles  of  land  taken  under 
the  authority  ofprivate  Acts  of  Parliament. 

Mr.  Pease  supported  the  Bill. 

Mr.  Tooke  opposed  it,  and  moved  an  ixu 
struction  to  the  Committee  '^  to  introduoe 
clauses  for  relieving,  under  proper  restric* 
tions,  railway  and  other  public  companiei 
from  unconscionable  contracts  extorted  from 
them  by  landowners  as  the  price  of  their 
assent." 

Mr.  Hume  thought  it  would  be  better  to 
refer  the  whole  question  to  the  Railways 
Committee. 

Mr.  Tooke  withdrew  hb  amendment. 

An  amendment  was  moved  by  Mr.  Hume 
in  the  sense  above  described. 

The  House  divided  on  the  original  ques* 
tion — Ayes  84;  Noes  100:  Majority  16. 

Matter  referred  to  the  Select  Committee 
on  Railways. 
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P  tJILiA.V12NT.%Rr  SURVETSOII  G^HmOlT 

Lamim.I  Mr.  WmmmM.  Utmtamkm.  9Hd, 
that  hft  did  wA  tBe)  dufmnitn  anoede  to 
the  gn^jyunian*  of  tfas:iiofak.LaHitiDr 
poniii^  hift  mioioiii  orialiws  ta 
mentsry  SunnsyB  a£  di&  QmiDii 
preserved  In  die  iifam^  of  ~ 
laio&  'ShoH:  docmiiiHUit  vNua< 
eat  importance:  now  that  d»  4|iwi<hhi  'it 
tiehes  WB»  imdiar  dm  omnMiaraQaB  of:  ds 
litnwy,.  inHMumiiL  sv  (iisy  fimuBii  tlie.  <hb^ 
necnm^  link  tmnmui'  dis  ^hoKif'  tbafino*- 
peitv  Xi%^  which  die]f  isfexred  as  41  mu  m 
die  £ingfa  booia  and  itt  aettml  imioe  « 
die  present  time..  They  had  hum  made 
by  enter  af  die  lon^  Pariiement:— enme* 
quently  die^  wose  die  pinpeity  of  Padia' 
ment,  and  mnreover  the  Anrhteahnp  'if 
Cancerbury  admitted^  di^  disy  weie  de* 
poaiced  with  him> — diat  he  waa  die  kaeper 


of  diem»— fer  the  Pariiamait.  Hie  duntght 
it  neceaaary  diat  dteyr  shnoid  he  in  evsy 
lidn^  Member's  hmtday  wnhrairing  aa  diev 
did  mncii  vnlnahle  informaCtan  an  a  ano- 
ject  ooder  diaeoaauiii  in  Parfiament.  in 
place  of  iadl'vidiiala  having  to  pay  tifa 
^aeaa  for  a  ain^Ie  extract  ea  the  Afdi- 
i^ishop  9  Seeretaryr  which  they  wens  now 
obliged  to  pay  He  diii  oet  «e  haw  sny 
objectJca  co«ki  be  aiaide  tt»  hia  ICatuziit 
and  he  trsated  he  siumlid  have  the  Sanaa 
with  him  in  makiag  it.  The  koa^  Xsm- 
her  coneiiuied  by  anvhig:  far  a  copy  of  the 
Parllameatasy  S«rfeys  of  Chaadi  LandSi 
preserved  la  the  Libcafy  of  Xaoaaaipia  it 
Lambeth* 

Lord  /atU  RmstA  thoaight  ifae  Xodoa 
waa  enacccaaary,  as,  aeeordiog  to  lua  Itiuu 
Prif;r^d  a  own  ftatement,  these  Aicmbics 
were  not  diiknlt  of  access  ta  wy  oac.  U 
the  neat  place,  he  saw  ao  BHse  rcaaia  iff 
copying  them  at  the  expcase  ef  tbeeaaoiry 
than  be  did  for  copyixkg  the  pariah  icgw- 
ters  of  any  part  of  the  kingdom,  or  ttas 
docnmeau  of  a  aimibr  aatare  in  the  Ro& 
Chapel,  the  Tower,  and  other  deposnones 
of  them*  If  his  boo.  Friend's  BWCioB  was 
acceded  to,  it  woold  afford  a  pica  and  a 
precedent  for  other  boo.  Members  to  aw*a 
for  other  records  of  the  saoM  cbarvetar; 
and,  in  the  end,  all  the  records  is  the 
kingdom  might  be  mored  for  \n  that 
means.  The  noble  Lord  coodadcd  by 
mormg,  as  an  Amendment,  that  the  Order 
of  the  Day  for  the  Hotise  rcsotring  teif 
into  a  Committee  on  the  Tithes  CoauBota* 
tton  Bill,  be  read. 

Mr.  Hitme  expressed  his  sm^se  at  tbe 
I  diainclinatioQ  of  the  noUe  Lord  to  comeat 
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to  the  production  of  these  papers.  They 
were  ParliamenUry  docomentSy  aod,  there- 
fore, ought  to  he  ID  possession  of  Parlia* 
meot*  In  his  opinion  it  was  extremely  de* 
sirable  that  they  should  be  produced. 
>  Mr.  Jervis  maintained  the  expediency 
of  producing  these  surveys* 

The  Aitome^'Oeneral  would  not  deny 
that  they  were  public  records,  but  objected 
to  their  being  printed  by  an  order  of  that 
Home.  It  would  be  equally  reasonable 
for  any  hon.  Member  to  move  that  Dooms- 
day Book,  which  was  public  property, 
abould  be  printed,  and  laid  upon  the  Table 
of  the  House. 

Mr.  Eveiyn  DenUon  opposed  the  mo- 
tion, because  he  thought  it  absurd  to  call 
for  the  production  of  twenty  quarto 
volumes,  which  must  be  copied  and  printed 
before  they  could  be  laid  before  the  House, 
and  which,  if  the  information  they  con- 
tained were  of  any  value  at  all,  ought  to 
be  in  the  hands  of  Members  at  the  present 
moment. 

Mr.  Thomas  Duncombe  replied,  that  his 
motion  went  merely  to  have  the  papers 
laid  upon  the  Table  of  the  House.  He  had 
no  wish  to  cast  a  reflection  on  any  one,  par- 
ticularly the  Archbishop  of  Canterbury, 
but  he  thought  that  these  public  docu- 
ments should  be  in  the  possession  of  the 
House.  He  felt  that  tne  production  of 
them  was  of  so  much  importance,  that  he 
should  certainly  take  the  sense  of  the  House 
upon  the  question. 

The  House  divided  on  the  original  mo- 
tion— Ayes  40 ;  Noes  99 : — Majority  69. 
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Tithes  CoHjnrrATiOM   Bili^^     Th 
House  resolved  itself  into  Committee  on 
the  Tithes  Commutation  (England)  Bill 

Lord  John  Russell  placed  m  l^e  hands 
of  the  Chairman  the  33d  Clause,  as  it  was 
proposed  to  be  amended.  It  was  in  the 
following  tenns  :— 

^  And  be  it  enacted,  that  in  every  case  in 
which  the  Commissioners  shall  intend  making 
such  award,  notice  thereof  shall  be  given  in 
such  manner  as  to  them  shall  seem  fit ;  and 
after  the  expiration  of  twenty-one  days,  aftec 
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PARLIAMKNTAny  ttt/AVRVtor  CllVftCn 

Lands.]  Mr,  Tkama$  Duncpmbc  «Ud» 
that  he  did  not  feel  diepo«ed  to  MC«i«  lo 
the  eugfceetion  of  the  noble  Lord  for  post- 
poning his  motion  reletive  to  the  Perlm- 
mentery  Burveys  of  the  Church  I^nde; 

[>reserved  in  the  librery  of  Lemheth  Pa* 
see.  Those  documents  were  of  the  icreet- 
est  importance  now  that  the  (^uestton  of 
tithes  wss  under  the  oonstderation  of  the 
House,  inasmuch  as  they  formed  the  ooo« 
necting  link  between  the  ralue  of  that  pru- 
portv  to  which  they  referred  as  fciven  in 
the  king's  books  and  its  actual  value  at 
the  present  time.  Tbev  hsd  been  made 
by  order  of  the  long  Parliament— consc^ 
quontly  they  were  the  property  of  Parlis- 
ment,  and  moreover  the  Aroliblshop  of 
Canterbury  admitted,  that  they  were  de* 
posited  with  him — that  he  was  the  keeper 
of  thom-ofor  the  Parliament.  He  thought 
it  noccisary  that  they  should  be  in  every 
hon.  Member's  hands,  embracing  as  they 
did  much  valuable  information  on  a  sub- 
joct  under  discussion  in  Parliament,  in 
place  of  individuals  having  to  pay  two 
guincss  for  a  single  extract  to  the  Arch- 
bitthop's  Secretory,  which  they  were  now 
obliged  to  pay  lie  did  not  see  how  any 
objection  could  bo  made  to  his  Motion, 
and  ho  trusted  he  should  have  the  House 
with  him  in  making  it.  The  hon.  Mem* 
bor  concluded  bv  moving  for  a  copy  of  the 
Parliamentary  Surveys  uf  Churcn  Lands, 

tircscrvcd  in  the  Library  of  Manuscripts  si 
^amboth. 

Lord  John  Jlunell  thought  the  Motion 
was  unnecessary,  as,  according  to  his  hon. 
Frirnd's  own  statement,  these  documeoti 
were  not  difficult  of  acceis  to  any  one.  In 
the  next  place,  he  saw  no  more  reason  for 
copying  them  at  the  oxpenie  of  thocountry 
than  ho  did  for  copying  the  parish  regis* 
tors  of  ony  part  of  the  Kingdom,  or  ihoie 
documents  of  a  similar  nature  in  the  UolU 
Chapel,  the  Tower,  and  other  de|)Ositofiri 
of  them.  If  his  hon.  Friend*s  motion  wan 
acceded  to,  it  would  afford  a  plea  and  a 
precedent  for  other  hon.  Members  to  move 
for  other  records  of  the  somo  charactt«r ; 
and,  In  the  end,  nil  the  records  in  the 
kingdom  might  be  moved  for  by  th.ii 
means.  The  nubln  Lord  ronduded  by 
moving,  ns  nn  Amendment,  that  the  Order 
of  the  Day  for  the  House  resolving  itself 
into  a  Committee  on  the  Tithes  Commuts* 
tion  Dill,  be  read. 

Mr.  Hume  expressed  his  surprise  at  the 
disinclinatiou  of  tbo  noble  Lord  to  conMnt 
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ftlie  fi|^  hoQ«  Baronet,  theMerabcr  far  Em 
Kent,  be  thoo^^  that  finom  tbe  kngoage 
wUeii  bad  beeo  introduoed  being  so  vagoe 
and  indefinite,  tbe  BiD  would  onlj  punre 
beneficial  to  die  profieanon  to  wbicb  be  bad 
tbebonoor  to  bemg. 

Mr.  WarhurUm  ooold  not  nndentand 
the  objection  of  tbe  bon.  and  learned  Mem. 
ber  for  liskeard  to  tbe  54tb  Claoae,  wfaidi 
bad  for  its  object  am  appeal  against  tbe 
decision  of  tbe  Commissioners.  Did  the 
bon.  and  learned  Gentleman  mean  to  saj, 
that  the  determination  of  those  Commis. 
fioners  ought  to  be  final  withoat  any  a^ 
peal? 

Lord  John  Russell  would  not  now  dis- 
cnss  the  objection  of  the  bon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Liskeard  to  the  S4th  Clause. 
He  had  admitted  the  principle  of  the  33rd 
Clause^and  had  likewise  admitted  the  neces- 
sity of  modification  of  that  prindple.  The 
House  had  first  to  discuss  the  amendment 
proposed  by  the  right  hon.  Baronet  oppo- 
site, and  afterwards  discuss  the  amendment 
which  he  (Lord  John  Russell)  had  pro- 
posed in  the  whole  clause.  When  the  dis- 
cussion as  to  the  mode  in  which  the  whole 
tithe  should  be  apport'oned  among  the 
different  tenants  in  the  parish  came  to  he 
discussed,  he  thought  it  would  be  quite 
right  that  some  words  should  be  introduced 
declaratory  that  that  apportionment  should 
be  made  with  reference  to  the  productive 
value  and  quality  of  the  land,  but  the  pre- 
sent was  a  very  different  question.  The 
object  of  the  present  clause  was,  to  ascer. 
tain  the  actual  average  value  of  the  tithe 
for  the  last  seven  years  on  each  estate ;  he 
did  not,  therefore,  thiuk  that  the  amend- 
ment of  the  right  lion.  Baronet  had  any 
application  whatever  to  that  object. 

Mr.  Warburton  said,  that  he  was  strongly 
in  favour  of  the  amendment  proposed  by 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  Edward 
Knatclibull),  and  that  upon  the  very 
grounds  upon  which  the  noble  Lord  had 
said,  that  when  they  pme  to  the  clause 
for  apportioning  the  whole  tithe  among 
the  different  cultivators  of  the  parish,  he 
would  introduce  words  to  the  effect  of 
those  contained  in  the  amendment  of  the 
right  hon.  Baronet,  And  why  ?  Because 
the  same  reason  which  induced  the  noble 
Lord  to  adopt  such  a  principle  with  re- 
spect to  the  apportionment  of  the  charge 
of  the  whole  tithe  of  a. parish  among  the 
tithe  payers  was  equally  applicable  as  be- 
tween parish  and  parish  in  the  general  ap- 
plication^ of  the  principle  of  tithe  to  the 

whole  kingdom.     For  suppoee  a  parish 
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for  tfe  fast  aefCB  yeas^  aad  tbenmge 
of  those  Tenrsifeieid  be  tdkea  as  a  eriterioQ 
of  tbe  aaMimt  of  the  fvtvre  piynRst  to  be 
far  that  parish  in  cnnMititioB  d 
ns  it  Bot  qoite  ehprioas  tbit  tlut 
pariah  wooM  have  a  pemaneat  cbarse  im. 
posed  upon  it,  ■nch  greBler  ^aa  tke  ad- 
joining parish,  if  soch  adjoiaiBg  parish 
should  hitherto  haiie  hcca  grass  bed? 
Then,  if  die  fand  in  this  fatter  pari^ 
shoold  at  anr  ftitnre  tiose  be  fan^eo  op 
and  convertei  into  com  land,  was  H  D«t 
dear,  that  inasHNidi  as  the  occupiers  of 
this  parish  wenkl  have  a  mvch  less  sum 
to  pay  as  a  rent  charge  io  Ken  of  titbe, 
than  tbe  occnpiers  of  land  in  the  former 
parish,  they  would  be  able  to  nndcrseil  tk 
caltivators  of  tbe  land  in  the  parish  wbicli 
had  always  hitherto  produced  com  ? 

Tbe  Committee  divided :  —  A jes  3) ; 
Noes  111 — Majority  61. 

Mr.  Parrot  proposed  tfae  introdactioQ  t( 
the  following  proriso: — *'Tbat  the  ^ 
Commissioners  shall  make  a  dedacti<.>o. 
after  the  rate  of  lOt  for  every  \O0i  of  th 
average  value  so  ascertained,  and  sfaai. 
award  the  average  value  so  asoertaiiwd  ar.d 
reduced,  as  the  sum  to  be  taken  as  tbe 
amount  of  rent  charge  and  permanent  cod- 
position  of  the  said  tithe." 

Lord  John  Russdl  opposed  the  ameod' 
ment  on  the  ground  that  it  appeared  t.< 
introduce  a  new  principle  into  the  Dili- 
Amendment  negatived  without  a  <ii"' 
sion. 

Mr.  Richards  moved  the  addition  of  tlic 
following  proviso : — "  Prorided  al  vap^  an*! 
be  it  enacted,  that  in  case  any  part  of  tic 
lands  in  the  parish  shall  at  any  lime  be 
broken  up  and  the  surface  destroyed  and 
rendered  unproductive,  by  the  operation> 
of  raising  and  getting  coal,  iron,  stotio. 
and  other  mines  and  minerals,  or  for  tbe 
erection  of  any  works  for  converting  tl« 
same,  that  tfae  rent -charge  imposed  as 
hereinbefore  provided,  shall  on  the  breai- 
ing  up  or  converting  of  the  surface  of  s^^'" 
land  as  aforesaid,  abate  in  the  proportl'^u 
of  the  extent  of  land  so  rendered  unpro^ 
ductive,  and  that  such  rent*charge  ^^\ 
accrue  only  on  such  land  being  ffstort*! 
and  brought  into  cultivation.** 

Lord  Jo^n  i2«me// thought  that  it  would 
be  a  violation  of  the  principle  of  the  Bill)  it 
land  under  tbe  circumstances  stated  Id  tb^ 
proviso  should  be  totally  exempted  fr^'"j 
tithe.  He  might  mention  that  it  would 
be  only  in  Staffordshire  the  proposed  ex- 
emption would  operatei    Ana  be  did  a<^t 
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think  it  right  for  the  sake  of  such  a  small 
district  to  make  a  complete  alteration  in 
the  principle  of  the  Bill. 

The  Committee  divided  on  the  proviso; 
—Ayes  17i ;  Noes  54t — Majority  117. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

The  House  resumed.  Committee  tosit 
again. 

HOUSE   OF  COMMONS, 
Wednesday,  May  11,   1836. 

MiinTTia.]  Bllli,  RcidatcooDdtinie:->Iii]iiaDdAklioiu® 
Sale  of  Spirituous  Liquors. 

PetitioDf  pTOsented.  By  several  Mkmbsri,  from  varioua 
Ptaoes,  for  the  Better  ObBerrasce  of  the  Sebbalh.— By  Sir 
C  B.  Vbmm,  ftom  thoee  intereilid  in  the  Madurd  Fishery 
at  Lowestoft,  for  a  Clause  in  the  Sabbath  Bill,  Allowing 
them  to  sell  Mackard  as  heretofore.~By  Mr.  Alderman 
TaoMMow,  ftom  Sunderland.  Complaining  of  the  Confla- 
oation  of  their  Property  by  the  Danish  Government,  and 
praying  for  Rdief ;  and  from  Auchtermudity,  Complaining 
of  the  Ineffident  Manner  in  whidi  Merchantmen  are  built 
and  put  to  .Sea.— By  Captain  Pbchkll,  ftom  Aeundelj  for 
the  Repeal  of  the  Land  Tax  i  and  ftom  Brighton  and  Ply- 
mouth, in  CiTOurof  the  Fisheries'  BtIL — By  Sir  GaoBOB 
Strickland,  ftom  Wath-opon-Deame  and  Thome,  for 
an  Alteratioii  of  the  Law  relating  to  Coroners.— By  several 
MiMBBBa,  ftom  various  Plaees,  fbr  a  Revision  of  the 
Criminal  Code. — By  Mr.  Braxwhaw  and  Mr.  Brothbi^ 
TOW,  ftom  various  Places,  finr  an  Equalisation  of  the 
Dudes  on  East  and  West-India  Sugar.— By  Mr.  Jobn 
FBBOim,  lh»n  Kirkaldy,  ftxr  the  Revision  of  the  Laws 
relating  to  the  Salmon  Fisheries  (Sootland). — ^By  several 
Mbmbbrb,  ftom  various  Places,  tot  the  Amendment  of  the 
Factories  Act^By  Lord  Oborob  LBif!foz  and  Mr. 
Flbmimo,  ttata  various  Places,  against  ttte  Fisheries^  BilL 
^By  Mr.  Artbor  Trbtor,  flnom  various  Places,  against 
the  Bishopric  of  Durham  BilL — By  Mr.  Humb,  ftom  the 
Legal  Profasdon  at  Kingston-upoo-HuU,  for  the  Repeal  of 
the  Duty  on  Attorney^  Certificates. — By  Mr.  Grotb, 
ftom  the  Parishioners  of  Christ  Churdi,  Newgat»£treet, 
and  SL  Leonard's;  Foster-Lane,  praying  that  no  Law  may 
be  passed  which  shall  sancUon  Clergymen  holding  Livings, 
untess  Reddent  and  performing  the  Duties  thereof;  and 
ftiom  Great  Yarmouth  and  Stodtton-upon-Trent,  in 
fiiTOur  of  the  Vote  by  Ballot— By  Mr.  S.  Crawvord, 
ftom  Dunddk,  for  the  Repeal  of  the  Duty  on  Marine  In- 
surances.—By  Mr.  DiTBiT,  flxnn  Exeter,  agdost  tran»> 
ferrittg  Eodsdastical  Courts  to  London.— By  Mr.  Humb, 
ftom  the  Dissenters  of  various  Places,  praying  for  Rdief  t 
and  tnm  London  for  the  Alteration  of  the  Stamp  DutiesT  BllL 
—By  Mr.  S.  Crawvord,  ftom  Tarious  Places,  for  the 
Abolition  of  Tithes.^By  Mr.  Gobst,  from  Mandaon, 
against  the  Tithes^  Commutation  BilL— By  Sir  Robbrt 
Batbson  and  Mr.  Sbarman  CRAWroRO,  from  various 
Plaees,  in  fkvour  of  the  Exdse  Licences'  (Irdand). 


Dbvises.]  Mr.  Aglionby  wished  to 
know  from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman^  the 
Attorney-General,  whether  there  would  be 
any  objection,  on  his  part,  to  the  taking 
out  of  the  Bill  for  securing  the  clause 
enabling  customary  tenants  to  devise  their 
property,  and  the  introduction  of  a  specific 
Bill  upon  that  su^ect. 

The  A  Homey -General  expressed  his  re- 
gret at  being  unable  to  return  a  satisfactory 
answer  to  the  hon.  Member's  question.  A 
Bill  containing  the  clause  alluded  to  by 
the  hon.  Member  had  early  in  the  present 
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Session  passed  the  House,  and  found  its 
way  to  the  House  of  Lords.  There,  bow«- 
ever,  it  was  asleep,  and  how  its  slumben 
were  to  be  disturbed  he  knew  not.  It  lay 
in  the  dormitory  of  the  other  House^  and, 
conversant  as  he  was  with  difficulties,  it 
puzzled  his  ingenuity  to  suggest  any  pro- 
cess by  which  its  return  to  we  House  of 
Commons  might  be  brought  about.  If  the 
hon.  Member,  however,  would  brine  in  a 
Bill  on  the  subject  to  which  he  alluded,  he 
would  not  only  not  oppose  it,  but  give  it 
his  cordial  support. 

Mr.  Hu7ne  would  be  very  glad  to  know 
whereabouts  the  dormitory  of  the  House  of 
Lords  lay.  If  he  could  obtain  the  informa- 
tion. Quixotic  as  the  attempt  might  ap- 
pear, he  should  feel  a  strong  inclination  to 
storm  it.  But  why  should  the  Bill  be 
allowed  to  sleep  in  the  other  House  ?  Why 
should  not  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
legal  friends  in  that  House  wake  and  take 
it  up  ? 

Subject  dropped. 

Roman  Catholic  Marriaobs  Bill.] 
Mr.  Lynch  moved  the  third  reading  of 
this  BiU. 

Mr.  Lefroy  rose  to  oppose  the  third  read- 
ing, and  objected  to  the  House  being  called 
upon  to  pass  a  Bill  for  Ireland,  which  con- 
ferred a  power  on  Roman  Catholic  clergy- 
men which  was  not  possessed  by  Roman 
Catholic  clergymen  in  England,  nor  by 
Dissenting  clergymen  in  either  England  or 
Ireland.  He  (Mr.  Lefroy)  had  no  objec- 
tion to  support  a  general  Maniage  Act  for 
Ireland ;  but  he  could  not  eive  his  sanction 
to  a  partial  measure  like  that  then  under 
consideration,  which  professed  to  remedy 
one  evil,  whilst  at  the  same  time  it  intro- 
duced others  of  greater  magnitude.  The 
Bill  then  before  the  House  went  to  repeal 
the  only  security  which  the  Protestants  of 
Ireland  had  for  preventing  clandestine  mar- 
riages. The  Marriage  Act  known  in  Eng- 
land as  Lord  Haidwicke's  Act,  did  not 
extend  to  Ireland.  The  objects  of  that 
Act  were,  1st,  to  prevent  clandestine  mar- 
riages, and,  2dly,  to  preserve  the  evidence 
of  marriage  with  a  view  to  civil  rishts. 
These  objects  were  obtained  in  Ireland 
(though  imperfectly),  Ist,  by  the  law  of 
the  Church,  and,  2dly,  by  the  provisions  of 
the  very  Act  of  Parliament  which  it  was 
now  sought  to  repeal.  The  protection 
which  the  law  of  the  Church  afforded  was 
as  follows : — In  the  first  place,  no  clergy-* 
man  of  the  Established  Church  can  oelebnte 
a  marriage  without  banns  having  been 
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published,  or  ft  licence  obtained ;  ieeondljr» 
be  can  only  celebrate  marriage  during  cei^ 
tain  hours ;  thirdly,  he  is  precluded  from 
celebrating  marriage  anywhere  but  in  a 
place  of  public  worship ;  and  in  the  fourth 
place,  he  cannot  celebrate  a  marriage  be* 
tween  infants,  or  au  adult  and  an  infant, 
without  the  consent  of  the  parents  or  guar, 
dian.  These  were  the  protections  which  the 
law  of  the  Church  afforded;  and  whilst  this 
protection  was  afforded  to  the  members  of 
the  Establishment  by  the  law  of  the  Church, 
it  was  of  the  utmost  importance  that  a 
body  of  clergy  not  subject  to  the  canons  or 
authority  of  one  church  should  not  be  in- 
vested with  the  power  proposed  to  be  given 
by  this  Bill.  In  order  to  give  further 
protection  against  clandestine  marriages, 
several  Acts  of  Parliament  were  passed  in 
Ireland.  Ihere  was  one  class  of  statutes 
rendering  it  penal  for  a  Roman  Catholic 
priest  to  marry  a  Protesianl  and  Roman 
Catholic,  and  there  was  the  Act  now  sought 
to  be  repealed,  invalidating  such  marriages, 
and  this  Act  was  grounded,  as  the  recital 
states,  upon  the  insufficiency  of  the  others 
to  prevent  the  mischief.  Bills  had  been 
brought  in  of  late  years,  either  by  the  hon* 
and  learned  Member,  or  those  with  whom 
he  acted,  to  repeal  the  first  class  of  statutes, 
namely— all  those  which  imposed  a  penalty 
for  celebrating  such  marriages ;  and  these 
Bills  were  pcosed  into  a  law,  so  that  the 
only  remaining  security  left  to  the  Protest* 
ants  of  Ireland  was,  the  Act  declaring  the 
marriage  invalid,  and  this  it  was  now 
sought  to  repeal ;  and  what  was  the  argu« 
ment  for  altering  the  law  and  putting  it 
upon  a  different  &ting  from  that  which  it 
vested  in  England  ?  The  argument  was  this 
—that  an  Act  of  Parliament  invalidating  a 
marriase  is  inhuman,  inasmuch  as  it  leaves 
the  really  guilty  party  free,  while  the  in* 
nocent  offspring  is  visited  with  so  severe  a 
penalty.  But  did  not  this  argument  apply 
equally  to  the  Marriage  Act  of  England  as 
well  as  to  the  law  as  it  now  existed  in  Ire- 
land ?  Nay,  did  it  not  apply  niore  strongly 
to  the  Marriage  Act  in  England,  which  ren. 
dered  void  the  marriage  for  mere  informali- 
ties, of  which  the  parties  might  not  beawarot 
The  olnect  of  this  Bill  was  to  introduce  a 
state  of  law  in  Ireland,  not  only  contrary 
to  that  which  existed  in  England,  but 
which  it  never  entered  into  the  mind  of 
any  man  to  propose  to  introduce  into  Eng- 
land ;  for  neither  the  Bill  for  a  new  mar- 
riage law  brought  in  by  the  present  Go« 
vernment,  nor  that  introduced  by  his  ri^ht 
hon.  Friend,  the  Member  foi  Tamworih 


( wbilit  In  oflke)»  ever  conltoBfAiled  allov- 
ing  the  clergy  of  any  DisteDteci,  hm 
Catholics  or  others,  to  celebnite  nuriage 
between  members  of  the  EstabMnent  ar^d 
others.     He  had  lately  beards  pmieL 
of  the  importance  of  equal  lawi  sod  cq^^u 
justice  for    Ireland ;    and  he,  thetekc. 
noped   his   Majesty's    Government  v«i 
oppose  this  Bill  as  a  violation  of  tkit  priii. 
ciple.      The   right  Hon.  Gentleman  p^j- 
duded  by  moving  that  the  Bill  be  readi 
third  time  that  day  six  months. 

Colonel  Perceval  seconded  the  vbi^l 
ment. 

Mr.  Lynch  said,  the  object  of  the  EZ 
was  to  remove  a  defect  in  the  mDmsc^ 
law  in  Ireland,  which  was  productive;: 
the  most  unfortunate   consequences,  .^i 
the  law  now  stood  a  marriage  betwees  • 
Romanist  and  a  Protestant,  if  celebt9.c: 
by  a  clergyman  of  the  former  persua-i^: 
was  invalid.     It  frequently  happened  ti' 
villains  took  advantage  of  this  law  is  ^'^' 
to  gratify  their  base  passions,  and  t 
abandoaed  their  victims*  who  had  supp^ 
that  they  were  legally  mamed»  to  a  \^i 
shame,  and  bastardized  their  offiorbg*  '^'' 
marriage  law  in  Ireland  at  the  p^^^' 
time  was  in  the  same  barbarous  suit  - 
which  the  marriage  law  of  England  r, 
previously    to  the    introduction  of  l»'- 
Hardwicke's  Act.    In  Scotland,  msrmr 
between  a  Protestant  and  Roman  Cattu 
were  valid  although  celebrated  by  s  R<>^ 
Catholic  clergyman.    Why  ^oold  not  tin 
be  the  case  m  Ireland  also  ?    He  ral' 
upon  the  House  to  pass  the  Bill|  not  i*' 
the  sake  of  Roman  Catholios  alone,  but 
Protestants  also,    for   both   classes  ^t- 
equally  interestcMl  in  the  question.   ^^^ 
was  the  eround  upon   which  the  H^-'' 
was  called  upon  to  maintain  the  exisu- 
law  ?     It  was  said  that  the  alteration  p 
posed  by  the  Bill  would,  if  carried  i^^ 
effect,  Hve  rise  to  clandestine  marriage 
Were  those  who  urged  that  objection'' 
the  Bill  aware  what  was  the  existing  ^^' 
of  the  marriage  law  In  Ireland.^    l^'*- 
the  existing  law,  marriages  could  at  pretK- 
be  celebrated  during  any  hour  of  the  ^ 
or  night,  and  at  any  place  whatever.    1' 
man  and  woman  should  go  before  a  I'r- 
testant  clergyman  in  Ireland,  at  sny  !)<' 
of  the  day  or  night,  and  declare  themseiv' 
to  be  man  and  wife,  that  was  a  valid  in^ 
riage;  but  if  the  same  declaration  wC' 
made  before  a  Rmnan  Catholic  clergy  id- 
the  marriage  was  invalid.    Now  n^^ow^ 
this  difference   be  allowed   to  co»ti»>" 
Did  it  not  open  a  door  for  fraud  ^'^ 
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cruelty  p     Ho  objection  was  made  to  chn. 
destine  marriages  as  long  as  the  Protest- 
ant derffyman  was  engaged  in  celebrating 
them  ;  but  the  moment  the  services  of  the 
Roman  Catholic  priest  were  placed  in  re- 
quisition, they  became  evils  of  great  mag- 
nitude.    In  conclusion,  he  beseeched  the 
!  House  to  pass  the  present  Bill,  by  which  a 
.  remnant  of  the  baibarous  penal  code  which 
had    been   applied    to   Ireland    would  be 
.  abolished,  and  all  parties  would  be  placed 
I  upon  an  equal  footmg. 

Mr.  Shaw  said,  the  marriage  law  in  Ire- 
'land,  generally,  and  the  opposition  made 
to  that  Bill,  were  both  much  misunder- 
'  stood ;  he  and  his  friends  did  not  contend 
that  the  present  condition  of  the  law 
^  should  eontinue ;  on  the  contrary,  they 
'were  anxious  for  its  improvement,  and 
^pressed  on  the  law-officers  of  the  Crown 
^  to  introduce  a  general  and  impartial  mea- 
^sure  for  that  purpose;  but  the  Bill  then 
'•'  under  consideration  would  render  a  bad  law 
'  much  worse,  by  removing  the  only  practical 
^  check  to  that  species  of  clandestine  maniases 
0'the  most  likely  to  occur  in  Ireland,  namdy, 
"^  those  performed  by  Roman  Catholic  clergy- 
'*men  between  Piotestanta  and  Roman  Catho- 
^  lies;  besides,  it  was  a  measure  of  very  partial 
k'^^  legislation,  professedly,  to  relieve  the  Roman 
'Catholics^  and  to  leave  all  other  classes  as 
>they  were.  The  12th  George  1st  had  im- 
^  posed  the  penalty  of  death  Iwth  on  the  Ro- 
•^  man  Catholic  priests  and  the  degraded  dergy. 
>'meny  for  celebrating  marriages  between 
f^two  Protestants,  or  a  Protestant  and  Ro- 
:  man  Catholic  The  19th  George  Snd 
disannulled  the  marriage,  and  the  SSd  George 
it^Srd,  inflicted  a  penalty  of  500/.  upon  the 
J  Roman  Catholic  priest  in  case  of  his  cele- 
^brating  such  a  marriage.  This  pecuniary 
:i'and  capital  punishment  were  held  to  con- 
:  ilict,  and,  at  all  events,  to  be  unnecessarily 
'^  severe  ;  and  Mr.  Justice  Perrin  introduced 
>^an  Act  to  relieve  the  Roman  Catholic 
^ Spriest  from  the  penalty;  but  that  Act 
;» left  the  degraded  aergyman  subject  still,  in 
:^  point  of  law,  to  the  capital  punishment, 
:  and,  in  fact,  sentence  of  death  had  recently 
.»'been  recorded  against  a  degraded  clergy* 
.'^man  under  the  statute  of  George  1st.  Mr. 
ft'' Perrin  expressly  retained  the  law  it  was 
f^  now  sought  to  repeal,  annulling  the  mnr- 
:»  rtage,  and  the  present  Bill  left  all  that  was 
I :?  objectionable  in  that  law  still  to  operate 
>'  ugainst  Protestant**.  Mr.  Crampton, 
.^'when  Solicitor- General,  had  introduced  a 
;'  Bill,  Tendering  the  offence  equally  a  mis* 
» f  demeanour  in  all  clergymen,  and  he  sup* 
>  ported  that  Bill ;  but  it  did  not  satisfy  hon. 


Gentlemen  opposite,  and  it  was  lost.  He 
then  protested  against  the  present  Bill 
both  on  account  of  its  partiality,  and  be- 
cause it  repealed  a  law  which  in  practice 
operated  to  prevent  clandestine  marriages. 
It  was  no  answer  to  him  to  say,  that  there 
might  be  clHndestine  marriages  without  any 
religious  ceremony,  because  the  feelings, 
the  prejudices,  and  the  habits  of  the  people 
afibided  great  protection  in  that  respect; 
and  the  argument,  that  it  was  the  innocent 
offspring  who  suffered,  went  too  far,  for  it 
would  equally  apply  against  any  marriage 
law,  and,  indeed,  did  apply  to  other  re** 
strictions  in  this  very  Bill-^he  meant  those 
which  rendered  any  marriage  invalid,  unless 
celebrated  between  the  hours  of  eight  and 
twelve  in  the  morning,  and  in  a  church  or- 
chapel  which  had  been  used  for  one  year  as 
a  public  place  for  Divine  worship.  Sup- 
pose, then^  a  marriage  celebrated  at  half.past 
twelve  o'clock,  or  in  a  chapel  that  had  been 
open  but  for  eleven  months,  the  children 
woul  be  equally  innocent,  and  equally 
sufierers.  Under  all  these  circumstances, 
while  he  anxiously  desired  a  revision  and 
amendment  of  the  whole  marriage  law  in 
Ireland,  he  hoped  the  House  would  reject 
that  Bill. 

The  Attorney-General  said,  that  he 
would  briefly  state  the  grounds  upon  which 
he  gave  his  support  to  the  Bill.  He  thought 
that  Roman  Catholic  priests  should  be  put 
upon  the  same  footing  as  clergymen  of 
other  persuasions.  His  only  objection  to 
the  measure  was,  that  it  did  not  go  far 
enough  ;  but  because,  from  respect  to  the 
feelings,  or,  speakins  more  correctly,  the 
prejudices  of  hon.  Members  opposite,  the 
iramer  of  the  Bill  had  not  carried  its  enact- 
ments  far  enough  ;  but  that  was  no  reason 
why  he  should  not  support  the  measure  as 
far  as  it  did  go.  The  marriace  law  in 
Ireland  was  nearly  the  same  as  that  which 
existed  in  England  previously  to  the  pass- 
ing of  Lord  Hardwicke's  Act,  when  a  oon^ 
tract  per  verba  de  praesenti  was  a  mar- 
riage, as  also  was  a  contract  per  verba  de 
futuro  if  executed.  In  Ireland  a  clergyman 
of  the  Presbyterian,  Baptist,  or  any  other 
persuasion,  could  celebrate  marriage,  not 
only  between  two  of  his  own  flock,  but 
between  one  of  his  own  flock  and  one  of 
another  persuasion,  or  between  twostrangers 
who  did  not  belong  to  his  flock  at  all. 
Roman- Catholic  priests  ought  at  least  to  be 
placed  upon  the  same  footing  as  other 
Clergymen.  According  to  the  law  in 
Ireland^  any  mat.  and  woman  who  declared 
themselves  to  be  l^ally  married  before  a 
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ProteHMit  day  umi»  tptefado  became  m ; 
but  if  thejr  (bemg  eadi  of  a  difl&rent  per- 
fuanon),  called  t^wn  a  Roman  Catbolic 
prieit  to  perfonn  tbe  ceremony  aoooarding 
to  the  ntet  of  bk  leligion,  it  was  no  mar- 
tiage  at  all,  and  the  portiefl  were  beld  to  be 
livmgin  a  state  of  concubinage.  He  would 
xe|oice  to  see  a  general  marriage  law  passed 
for  England,  Scotland,  and  Irdand;  but,  in 
the  mean  time,  be  coold  not  object  to  apply 
a  remedy  to  a  specific  evU.  Upon  that 
prtndple  he  gave  tbe  present  Bill  bis  sup-, 
port.  He  hoped  that  it  would  be  carried 
into  a  law,  and  that  it  would  be  tbe  procus- 
aor  of  a  general  law  which  would  remove 
all  the  evils  connected  with  the  subject. 

Tbe  House  divided  on  the  ori^nal  ques- 
tion ;  Ayes  100 ;  Noes  92.— Majority  8. 

Bill  read  a  third  time. 
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Otstsr  Fishbrteb.^  The  Hm 
solved  Itself  into  a  Cominittee  on  tiioj 
Fisberies'  Bill. 

On  the  First  Clause  no  oystcn 
taken  between  the  12th  of  May  a 
4th  of  August.  "^ 

Captain  Berkdof,  for    the   puf] 
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givioff  greater  protection  to  the  fisheries^ 
;  moved  as  an  amendment,  that  dredging  for 
;  oysters  should  henceforward  cease  on  the 
I    30th  of  Aprils  and  not  commence  until  the 

Ist  of  Septemher.  ^ 

The   Committee  divided    on    the   ori. 

*  ginal  clause.— Ayes  38  ;   Noes  14— Ma« 
^    jority  24. 

Mr.  B.  Hoy  moved,  that  the  whole  of  the 
^  proviso  to  the  First  Clause  be  omitted. 
^  Mr.  Berita/ declared,  that  if  that  amend- 
.  ment  were  carried  the  Bill  would '  be  ren- 
[  dered  worse  than  useless,  and  he  should^ 
>  therefore,  use  every  exertion  in  his  power 
to  defeat  the  Bill  altogether,  if  the  hon. 
-  Member  for  Southampton  were  success- 
^  fill.  The  Committee  divided  on  the  ori. 
^'  ginal  clause. — ^Ayes28;  Noes  15 — Major- 
ity 13. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

On  Clause  3« 

Mr.  Bernal  moved,  that  the  proviso  at 
'' :  the  end  of  the  clause,  which  subjected  the 
r'  nets  of  the  fishermen  to  forfeiture,  who 
rfr  should  be  found  dredging  for  oysters  within 
'  the  prohibited  time  and  distance,  should 
^  be  omitted. 

The  Committee  divided  on  the  original 
' ;  clause. — Ayes  24 ;  Noes  21 — ^Majority  3. 

The  proviso  was  struck   out«  and  the 
.   clause  as  amended  agreed  to.     The  re- 
.'  mainder  of  the  clauses  were  agreed  to. 

The  House  resumed:    the  Bill  to  be 

•  reported. 

\      PooB  Relief  (Ireland).]  Mr.  William 

^  Smith  OBrien  said,  that  he  had  frequently 

stated  to  the  House,  that  he  thought  it  was 

/.  absolutely  necessary  to  pass  a  Bill  to  relieve 

.  the  poor  of  Ireland  without  delay.    As  a 

i  measure,  therefore,  was  not  to  be  brought 

^  forward  this  session  by  his  Majesty's  Go- 

•Verninent,  although  it  was  a  case  of  the 

greatest  importance  and  of  pressing  emer- 

gnency»  he  felt  it  to  be  his  duty  to  press 

\.  forward  the  Bill  he  had  introduced.    He 

,  was  of  opinion  that  the  Government  were 

.  iDxious  to  postpone   bringing  forward  a 

:  measure  on  the  subject  for  as  long  a  period 

13  they  could,  and  when  they  brought  it 

brward,  they  would  give  as  little  as  they 

:  :ould  in  the  shape  of  relief.    The  measure 

jefore  the  House  embodied  the  chief  of  the 

,;.-ecainmendations  of  the  Commissioners  on 

;' Poor-laws  for  Ireland,    \jrhe  hon.  Member 

^  'vas    interrupted    with    cries  of  '' Move^ 

.  nave  I  '*]    As  it  appeared  to  be  the  wish 

>f  the  House,  he  would  at  once  propose 

:be  second  reading  of  the  Bill,  and  would 

^ye  prepared  to  discuss  it  at  a  future  stage. 
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Bill  read  a  second  time* 

The  second  reading  of  Sir  Richard  Mus« 
grave's  Bill  on  the  same  subject  was  post- 
poned. 

Mr.  Poulett  Scrope  moved  the  second 
reading  of  his  Bill  on  the  same  subject. 

Viscount  Morpeth  said,  that  though  he  * 
permitted  the  Bills  to  be  read  a  second 
time,  he  begged,  on  the  part  of  Govern-, 
ment,  to  enter  his  disclaimer  against  his  be- 
ing  thereby  held  pledged  to  sanction  either 
of  these  Bills.  He  would  add,  however, 
that  he  was  not  unwilling  to  hold  himself 
pledged  to  some  measure  for  the  relief  of  the 
poor  in  Ireland,  whenever  Government  could 
think  itself  justified  in  bringing  forward  a 
well-digested  measure  upon  the  subject. 

Bill  read  a  second  time. 


Poole  Corporation  Bill.]  Mr.  Poul-» 
ter  moved  the  second  reading  of  this  Bill. 

The  SoUcitor^General  stated,  that  al* 
though  a  Bill  on  the  subject  of  the  late 
election  of  municipal  officers  in  the  borough 
of  Pooie  had  been  recommended  by  a 
Committee  of  the  House,  he  felt  it  to  be  his. 
duty  to  object  to  this  Bill,  as  it  involved 

Srinciples  which  he  could  not  help  consi-' 
ering  of  a   dangerous  tendency.     The. 
proper  tribunal  to  decide  upon  a  case  of 
this  kind  was  a  court  of  law,  and  the  House 
was  aware  that  to  such  a  tribunal  had  tlie 
case  been  submitted.    The  trial  was  now' 
pending  the  judgment  of  the  Court  of 
King's  Bench.    He  could  not  but  express- 
his  objection  to  the  Bill,  because  it  involved 
a  principle  which  he  thought  it  would  be 
very  dangerous  to  admit — the  interference 
of  the  Legislature  in  a  question  which  was 
still  awaiting  the  judgment  of  a  proper 
tribunal,  a  court   of  kw.    Suppose  the 
judgment  of  the  Court  of  King's   Bench  ^ 
should  he,  that  these  councillors  had  been 
duly  elected,    in  what   a  position  would 
Parliament  have  placed  itself  by  agreeing 
to  such  a  Bill  as  this  ?     The  legsu  right 
of  the  parties  was  in  course  of  inquiry  be- 
fore the  fitting  tribunal ;  and  he  trusted 
the  hon.  Member  would  not  seek  to  com* 
mit  the  House  by  any  precipitate  legisla- 
tion upon  this  question. 

Mr.  Poulter  said,  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  did  not  appear  to  understand 
the  principle  of  the  Bill.  If  a  decision 
upon  the  question  were  delayed  till  a  court 
of  law  gave  its  judgment  upon  the  point, 
the  councillors  in  question  would  be  out  of 
office  long  before  the  decision  was  given. 
The  whole  town  government  of  the  borough 
of  Poole  had  been  built  up  on  a  gross  and 
2  E 
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^  •Jut  pmeecrimi  4f  e5ie  m-^Krwra  i{  zhn 
Wwigii.  H«  eane  t«  the  H*Mise  beiaaae 
tJb«r>»  warn  ft4  r^autMi^  ia  ~       ' 


jLW  air  t-ie  jnev- 
mmetf%f  which  he  •vimT-afnp'i. 

hU  great  ^>,;«»rt..jiw  M  tlic  ?,.!.  at  a  farirc 
•  a^r-*,  aari  befr.rr*  a  f:/'.*r  H.;aic- 
Eiil  f;ud  a  iiecrxd  tixe. 

H/xi-^^   v<int  into  a  Committee  u:>:'a   tie 
Cifil  Bin  C/»Tti  (Ii^Ian^i;  B.X  ^  * 

f>ft  Clanjie  2— New  JT:r!s<iict:oQ  as  fci 
]aiKi<i. 


imu:!!  29  anasiikL  Tbe  olyect  of  a|ipt^^ 
a  lepieriner  Ibr  each  iBiTiii  tutmA  Vi  t 
'n  109^  dieiB  WTtltnr  a  RBHoaUe  dba>'* 
•)r  an^  Cizoaiic*  and  »  to  sm  bin  tr\^ 
Boc  tliia  ibjHct  wiMiIii  be  defaled  if  be  v*?* 

aimpeiieit  Co  ttziei  lint  to  ^  <^'''** 
tiiwi,  ti>  :Ixe  clerk  »jf  the  peace;  h«  =  :" 
hav«  ti>  trar^I  a  J47firBeT  rf  toy  t  '- 
vMi  bai!ic — ia  aii,  wshty  or  oicctT  z  ^. 
beftr?  he  cou'd  aave  arepievitt-  Tb«  '.-' 
of  th'j*  3iB«-3«iiziciit  was^  tlnft  the  Ci^i :  . 
•Hii-n'ii  be  j<!jed  witb  the  lepIeriDer  .' *-^ 
«f:stTi»*t,  waefl  the  diatrcas  was  ma:*" 
wfi'TOi  it  4hr;uld  be  ibrwarded  to  tbc  irs 
f  the  oeaire. 

Mr.V//>ir^^«f»  objected  to  the  A!r-> 
mesC.  eo<i:S4ieria«r.  tittt  tl«e  biisiB«P  bS 


Sir  IL  /'«roT«tt>ii   o^#jert^,  an«1  st:it«d    he  d«^e  bv  s«)cBe  one,  and  he  thouc^*  r-  * 
that  the  greater  part  of  L/)Gdrrti<ie?rj  was    well  it  ^«>utd  be  done  by"  tbe  fU^'  ^  '*' 
Iteld  nnder  the  London  CMnpanir.     One-    the  nrpleriiiec. 
third  of  the  cit j  st/)od   on   groand    the  -      CLinje  agieed  to. 
yea/If  rent  merred  for  which   did   not  j      On  Clause  I^  directiB^  the  Assi*'-^ 
exceed  10/L  I  Barrister    to    h^  and   MomiDC  i'-- 

Mr,  Ltfnch  admitted,  that  iDcooreDieiice  '  Ciril  hills, 
night  ariiie  io  aooe  cases,  bat  not  suffi-        Mr.  French  wished  to  call  the  att^r 
Cfcnt  to  coanterbalaoce  the  good    effects  I  of  the  hoo.  Gentlemeo   opposite  t*  'w- 
whieh  he  aotici pated  from  the  cfaiue ;  and  |  clause,  and  to  the  three  vhidi  imme^i'^' 

followed.     It  appeared  to  bim  there  c>.:- 
to  be  a  decree  against  the  obligi»rs  nt  i- 
bond,  at  once,  with  stay  of  cxecntinn  t  ■  ■ 
certain  time,  say   ten  days.      ^^^[;  . 
would  ask,  after  a  fuU  hesring,  shou. ' ' 
defendant,  or  person  distraining,  i^)^'- 
wait  till   the   next  Sessions,  genera,  y 
period  of  three  months,  and  then  baj<? 
commence  a  fresh  suit  against  the  ob  ; 
of  the  bond ;  if  they  agreed  to  be  ansvenl 
why  should  they  not  be  made  so  at  on 
withont  the  trouble  and  expense  of  a  Q 
suit,  in  a  case  where,  in  net,  there  ^^ 
nothing  new  to  litigate?     The  amoQ^; 
debt  and  costs  was  dedded  by  the  t-'j* 
suit,  the  mere  form  of  a  decree  against  f 
obligors  was  all  that  was  nquire<i.  ^ 
this  might  and  ought  to  be  had  in  thet'^ 
trial,  with  such  stay  of  execution  a*  ^^'' 
seem  reasonable.     The  obligors  should  h 
leave  to  prore  tbe  goods  distrained  ^^ 
not  worth  the  rent  and  costSj  and  a  ^^^'^^ 
should  only  go  against  them  to  the  ^^^ 
so  proved.     He  doubted  very   much  t"" 
option  of  returning  the  goods  ought  to 
given  to  them.     Sereral  months  mig^^  •^' 
tervcne  between  the  seixure  and  pnyin^l 
In  that  time  the  value  of  the  artidi'^v 
trained  might  be  entirely  dianged.    ^"' 
of  a  |)crishab]e  nature  might  be  8iK»ih*<^'''^ 
the  vahie  of  live  stock  might,  fmw  w''.- ' 
or  otherwise,  be  reduced  to  half  of  w''^' 
was  when  the  security  was  given. 


wbieh  would  anae  from  giving  jurisdiction 
to  the  a»«»urtant^barrister  in  cases  of  dispute 
between  the  lower  classes,  as  to  leasehold 
interest  in  land. 

Mr.  French  did  not  consider  this  clause 
fulRciently  extensive.  There  were  several 
dues  unprovided  for,  such  as  *'  squatters," 
•nd  persons  holding  possession,  without 
ever  having  had  a  title.  He  would  wish  to 
know  why  the  jurisdiction  proposed  to  be 
given  was  limited  to  cases  where  the  rent 
did  not  exceed  10/.  By  the  1st  George 
4th.,  chap.  41 9  the  jurisdiction  in  cases 
et  ejectment  was  extended  to  cases  where 
the  rent  did  not  exceed  50L  Why  not 
extend  the  jurisdiction  in  this,  which 
seemed  a  similar  case,  to  the  like  sum  ? 

Mr.  Lynch  stated,  that  this  was  an  ex- 
periment, giving  barristers  the  power  of 
trying  eiectmcnts  of  this  nature.  He 
thought  it  right  to  limit  it  to  a  small  »um 
at  first,  but  if  it  worked  well,  he  could  see 
no  objection  to  extend  it  as  his  hon.  friend 
wished. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

On  Clause  8— Mode  of  proceeding  in  re- 
plevin cnses, 

Mr.  French  moved  the  insertion  of  a 
few  words  in  the  fourth  line  ;  he  did  not 
anticipate  any  objection  to  the  introduction 
of  them,  Hs  it  was  evident  from  the  pre- 
ceding c1ttiis(\  regiilnting  the  np»i)intmeiit 
of  repleviners,  that  the  object  of  tne  fraraers 
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Mr*  O'Logklen  admitted,  the  aecesiity  of 
a  wnond  tuit  against  tbe  obligors  ought  to 
be  obviated,  aod  if  the  hoD.  Member  would 
leave  it  to  bim^  he  would,  on  the  Re|jort, 
bring  vp  a  cJanae  to  that  effect.  He  did 
not,  however,  concur  with  his  hon.  Friend 
in  the  expediency  of  striking  out  the  15th 
Clause. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clause  17 — Legacies  and  distributive 
shares  payable  out  of  assets  of  any  deceased 
person  (when  such  assets  shall  not  exceed 
^00/.)  recoverable  by  civil  Bill. 

Mr.  Shaw  did  not  object  to  the  prin- 
ciple of  this  clause,  but  he  thought  in 
practice  that  there  would  be  considerable 
difficulty  in  ascertaining  whether  all  just 
debts  had  been  paid,  and  in  patting  the 
assets  in  a  due  course  of  administration. 
He  was  apprehensive  that  no  machinery 
would  be  found  sufHcient  for  the  purpose 
in  ihe  courts  of  the  assistant- barristers. 

Mr.  Lynch  admitted,  the  want  of  ma- 
chinery in  tbe  assistant-barristers'  courts 
was  tbe  difficulty  in  this  case.  He  had 
before  endeavoured  to  remedy  that,  by  in- 
troducing a  machinery  which  he  after- 
.  wards  abandoned ;  but  he  understood,  that 
such  accounts  were  in  some  cases  taken 
by  the  assistant-barristers.  A  gentleman 
had  been  sent  from  Ireland  on  behalf  of 
the  assistant-barristers,  and  he  understood 
from  him  that  this  difficulty  was  not  in- 
superable. 

Mr.  Sergeant  Jack&on  admitted,  that  in 
some  instances  assistant- barristers  did  take 
such  accounts,  and  he  conceived  oo  the 
whole,  it  would  be  an  improvement  in  the 
administration  of  justice  in  Ireland,  to  give 
assistant-barristers  jurisdiction  where  the 
assets  did  not  exceed  200/.  The  House 
was,however,then  exceedingly  thin,  and  he 
thought  it  would  be  better  to  postpone  the 
consideration  of  so  important  a  subject 
until  a  .  future  occasion,  particularly  as  > 
a  gentleman,  on  tbe  part  of  the  as- 
sistant-barristers, had  that  day  arrived 
in  town,  who  could  give  some  important 
information  on  tbe  subject.  Tbe  Com- 
mittee were  tbea  entering  upon  an  ex- 
ceedingly important  class  of  clauses. 
Neither  side  of  the  House  were  actuated 
by  party  views  with  respect  to  this  measure, 
and  the  object  was  to  make  it  as  perfect 
as  possible;  he  would«  therefore,  put  it  to 
the  hon.  and  learned  Membi'r(Mr.  Lynch) 
whether  he  would,  under  the  circum- 
stances, press  the  consiiieration  of  those 
clauses  in  the  then  state  of  the  House  ? 
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Mr.  (ySriin  hdped  bis  hoo.  Friend 
would  not  listen  to  the  suggestion,  but 
proceed  w'ith  the  Bill. 

Mr.  Lynch  said,  he  had  bad  a  conver- 
sation with  the  gentleman  who  had  ar- 
rived on  behalf  of  the  assistant-barristers, 
and  he  did  not  understand  him  to  object 
to  this  clause.— Clause  agreed  to* 

On  Clause  39,  regulating  hours  of 
sitting  of  Courts  of  Quarter-sessions, 

Mr.  Shaw  approved  of  the  hour  stated 
in  the  clause  as  an  excellent  general  rule 
for  the  practice  of  the  assistant -barristers, 
but  he  considered  it  should  rather  be  di- 
rectory than  mandatory,  otherwise  the 
validity  of  the  decrees  might  be  affected 
to  the  great  prejudice  of  the  suitors ;  and 
with  respect  to  Civil  Bills,  be  bad  learned 
from  some  assistant-barristers,  that  great 
inconvenience  might  accrue  to  the  poorer 
suitors  of  the  court,  if  there  was  a  peremp- 
tory rule,  that  no  business  should  be  pro- 
ceeded upon  afler  six  o'clock.  The  con- 
venience of  the  public,  and  not  of  the 
assistant-barrister,  should  be  tbe  consider- 
ation. 

Mr.  Lynch  said,  that  this  clause  had 
been  much  discussed  before  the  Com- 
mittee, and  it  was  deemed  advisable  to  re- 
tain it. 

Mr,  Ingham  thought f  that  no  peremptory 
rule  should  be  fixed ;  tbe  adoption  of  such 
a  course  would  be  attended  with  great 
public  inconvenience. 

Mr.  O'Loghlen  should  not  have  the 
slightest  objection  to  add  a  provision  ac- 
cording to  the  suggestion  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  to  prevent  the  validity  of  the 
decree  being  affected,  so  as  the  suitor 
should  not  suffer,  but  he  thought  some 
rule  ought  to  be  laid  down,  regulating  the 
hours  of  sitting.  He  knew  cases  in  dis- 
tricts where  the  Insurrection  Act  was  iti 
force,  in  which  great  inconvenience  arose 
from  late  sittings.  The  Insurrection  Act 
compelled  all  persons  residing  in  the  dis- 
trict to  be  within  doors  from  sun -set  to 
sun-risei  and  the  assistant-barristers  were 
in  the  habit  of  sitting  so  late  as  nine  or 
ten  o'clock  at  night. 

Mr.  Sergeant  /oc^^on  coincided  with  bis 
right  hon.  Friend,  (Mr.  Shaw)  in  thinking 
that  the  public  convenience  ought  to  be 
consulted  in  preference  to  that  of  an  in- 
dividual. He  thought  it  would  be  a  hard- 
ship upon  poor  suitors  who  might  live  at  a 
great  distance,  where,  perhaps,  there  were 
few  cases  undisposed  of ;  if,  suppose,  on 
a  Saturday  evening,  sitting  an  hour  looger 
2  E  2 
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Dmsukxs  or  tbm  Hocss-j  Sir  C« 
StuTtu  C0BpluB€fi  of  die  time  k>»t  Vr  tbe 
pRseat  aiode  of  taking  the  DirtsioGs^  and 
of  tbe  isaomracies  n^oltiog  firvoi  it.  In 
two  iwtancea  (respecting  CaHov,  CSlc)  kts 
lad  bees  omirted  in  oficisJ  lists^ 

Mr.  Httrnte  said,  thsit  he  must  deny  the 
of  the  first  a]le§2ti':n ;  the  diri^ 
not  Gocapy  more  time  dov  than 
thejdidfonaerlf.  As  to  the  secoad  diarge. 
Bis  name  had  been  once  or  t«  ice  omitted ; 
but  these  were  exceptions — thej  prored 
nothing  against  the  nJe.  He  did  not  mean 
to  saT>  that  the  system  «:as  perfi»ct~he 
wished  it  was.     It  was  as  complete  as  thej 


amid  make  it ;  and  if  the  hon.  Baronet 
ocmld  derise  a  more  complete  system,  it 
wooM  become  him  to  name  it. 

Mr.  Wakley  obserred,  that  he  had  occa. 
rionallybeen  engaged  as  teller,  and  had 
found  great  dilficulty  in  the  performance 
of  that  datjy  from  the  unwillingness  of 
many  Members  to  mention  their  names 
when  the  diri^ons  were  taking.  He  bad 
asked  many  for  their  names,  but  could  not 
get  them.  While  that  unwillingness  con- 
'  tinned,  some  inaccuracies  were  almost  an- 
aroidable,  at  least  till  some  Members  were 
better  known,  or  till  the  system  were  ren- 
-dered  more  perler*^  TIm»  nresent  plan  was 
not  perfect,  an-'  ^be  best  that 


acQs  inoefcst  trQ«  anT  aptit«£>2e  u^  '^  ' 
tike  fecLi^s  ot  psKty;  \Mt  ct  tt  a  ^' 
aeveitheies^  ec  the  verr  ^rrettiKi :' 

lean  wmtnte  totsst-^f  | 

caretaU  no<  «>  say  anskws  coo$io^ - 
The  mocxn  I  am*  abo«t  to  sobci:  t^  ' 
Hoose  K  as  Iks^tows: — ^Ibai  a  n 
Commictte  be  apoooited  to  ix^qc^  -  ' 
the  opeffatkm  of  the  Act  of  the  7(b  ^"'  ' 
4;h,  e.  4<\  permitting  the  estab..^    ' 
of  Joint-stock  Banks«^  ud  whether  '  ' 
expedient  to  mjike  nny,  and  what  -^ ' 
tion  in  ihe  pronsions  ii  that  Act."  ^ ; 
that  Act  a  system  of  Jotot-slock  l>i^'  1 
has  grown  np  already  of  great  oairnit'  ^ 
which  is  daily  extending  its  rammo:i'<  i 
and  which  promises  very  ahoclij  to  o 
prebend  every  portion  of  tbe  ii^ 
and  every  d^  of  the  popolatioa  •"' 
the  sphere  of  iu  opeiatioo*    Of  tbe  ^^ 
importance  of  the  consequences,  ^^•^^' 
good  or  evil,  which  mnst  eventuallv  <*  ^ 
from  the  woiktngs  of  this  system  no  r-i 
can  reasonably  doobt ;  banking  (ormSi  ^ 
we  know  bot  too  well  from  our  own  <^^' 
perience,  an  important,  perbtps  the  r» 
important,  part  of  tbe  monetary  sYs^f'^ 
any  country,  and    the   qaestioit  of  '  * 
soundnes  therefore  of  the  principlt's  ' 
which  it  is  conducted  touches  oot  '*  i 
the  welfare  of  the  commercial  ami  m't* 
facturing  classes,  but  deeply  affects  ev< ! 
relation  of  social  life,  and  is  coQseqa<^"  I 
beyond    most   others   deserviog  of  ('* 
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earnest  attention  of  the  Legislature.  My  | 
object  is  to  induce  the  House  to  inquire 
whether  the  system  of  Joint*stock  bank- 
ing in  this  country  has  received  the  best 
legal  developement  of  which  it  is  suscep* 
tible.  It  is  capable  of  conferring  great 
benefit  on  the  community,  but  may,  if  ill 
regulated,  give  birth  to  as  great  calamities. 
Have  we  taken  all  the  means  within  our 
power  to  secure  the  one  and  to  obviate 
the  other?  I  think  not.  But  before 
entering  on  this  question,  before  stating 
what  I  consider  the  imperfections  of  the 
law  by  which  Joint-stock  banking  is  at 
present  Kegulated,  and  how  those  imper- 
lections  may  be  best  remedied,  it  may  be 
well  that  I  should  recall  to  the  recollec- 
tion of  the  House  the  circumstances  under 
which  the  existing  system  originated.  The 
history  of  the  year  1826  must  be  familiar 
to  every  hon.  Gentleman  who  hears  me ; 
the  road  excitement,  the  idle  dreams  of 
unbounded  prosperity,  the  wild  projects 
at  the  commencement  of  that  memorable 
year,  the  wide-spread  distress,  the  still  more 
widely>spread  alarm  which  attended  its 
close,  are  not,  I  am  sure,  forgotten  by  this 
House,  and  will  not  be,  i  trust,  forgotten  by 
the  public.  On  the  assembling  of  Parlia- 
ment in  1826,  his  Majesty  having  called 
Its  auention  to  the  calamities  which  had 
signalized  the  period  then  receutly 
elapsed,  and  to  the  consideration  of  the 
best  means  of  obviating  the  risk  of  their 
recurrence,  two  measures  for  that  purpose 
were  submitted  by  the  Government  of  that 
day  to  both  Houses.  The  first  was  for  a 
suppression,  at  an  early  period,  of  all 
notes  under  5/.,  issued  by  private  banking 
establishments,  the  Bank  of  England  hav- 
ing already  discontinued  the  issue  of  such 
notes.  On  this  measure  (in  my  opinion, 
a  roost  salutary  one)  it  is  not  necessary 
that  1  should  at  present  comment;  the 
second  was  intended  to  create  a  sounder 
system  of  banking.  In  the  panic  a  very 
great  number  of  country  bankers  stopped 
payment — 6fly-nine  commissions  of  bank- 
ruptcy were  issued  against  country  banks 
from  October  1825,  to  February  1826, 
and  many  suspended  their  payments  whose 
affairs  did  not  proceed  to  bankruptcy. 
An  opinion  in  consequence  became  pre- 
valent, that  oneof  the  causes  most  operative 
in  producing  the  crisis  just  then  overpast, 
was  to  be  found  in  the  law,  which,  by 
restricting  partnerships  consisting  of  more 
than  six  persons  from  issuing  notes,  and, 
tndeedi  as  was  supposed  (althoughi  as 


subsequently  appeared,  erroneously),  from 
carrying  on  the  trade  of  banking  altogether 
greatly  enhanced  the  difficulty  of  forming 
solid  establishments  for  that  purpose. 
To  the  relaxation  of  that  law,  originally 
enacted  in  1708,  to  confer  on  the  Bank  of 
England  a  monopoly  of  the  power  of 
issuing  notes,  it  was  necessary  to  obtain 
the  consent  of  the  Bank,  as  its  re-enact- 
ment was  part  of  the  last  as  of  previous 
bargains  with  that  Corporation.  Accord- 
ingly the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  and  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  the  late  Lord 
Liverpool  and  Lord  Goderich  (then  Mr. 
Robinson),  had,  on  the  3d  of  February, 
written  a  letter  to  the  Directors  urging 
such  consent.  It  is  not  necessary  that  I 
should  trouble  the  House  with  reading 
either  that  letter,  or  any  portion  of  the 
correspondence  between  the  Government 
and  the  Bank  Directors,  consequent  on 
the  application  it  contained.  The  result 
of  the  negotiation  was,  that  the  Bank 
consented  to  wave  its  exclusive  privileges 
in  that  particular,  provided  that  the  bank- 
ing copartnerships  under  the  new  law  were 
not  to  be  ditablished  at  a  less  distance  than 
sixty-five  miles  from  London,  and  that  every 
member  should  be  individually  liable  for 
the  whole  debts  of  the  firm.  In  the  course 
of  the  Session  an  Act  was  passed,  the  7th 
of  George  4.,  c.  46,  embodying  the  con- 
ditions. As  a  law  for  the  general  regulation 
of  Joint-stock  banking,  this  Act  was 
avowedly  imperfect  :  the  Ministers  of  that 
day  stated,  not  that  the  Act  was  the  best 
that,  in  their  opinion,  could  be  framed  for 
the  purpose,  but  that  it  was  the  best  which 
the  then  existing  bargain  with  the  Bank 
of  England  allowed  them  to  bring  forward, 
and  most  deeply  is  it  to  be  lamented,  that 
advantage  had  not  been  taken  of  the  renewal 
of  the  Bank  Charter,  in  1833,  to  establish 
a  sound  and  enduring  system  of  Joint-stock 
banking,  as  far  as  that  object  can  be  accom- 
plished by  the  interference  of  the  Legislature; 
that  opportunity  was  lost.  Lord  Althorp 
did,  indeed,  propose  conferring  charters  of 
limited  liability  on  such  Joint-stock  Banks 
as  would  issue  only  Bank  of  England 
notes  ;  but  subsequently  abandoned  that 
intention,  and  the  only  change  then  made 
in  the  law  relating  to  these  establishments^ 
was  permitting  them  to  make  their  notes 
payable  in  London.  The  laws  regulating 
the  trade  of  banking  b^  partnerships  of 
more  than  six  persons  m  England  and 
Wales  are  briefly  as  follows  :— They  must 

not  be  established  at  a  lets  distaoce  than 
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fixrjr-five    miles    fram    ibe     netropolia. 
They  may  issae  Dote«    payable  on  de- 
maod   at    the  place  ooly  where  issaed, 
or  payable  io  LoDdon,  and  where  issoed. 
They   may  di^coont  in   London  bills  of 
eacbange.      They   most,    before   issuing 
notes,  enter  at  the  Starop*office  in  London 
the  name  of  the  copartnership,  the  names 
and  residences  of  the  partners,  and  the 
names  of  two  or  more  officers  of  ttie  co- 
partnership through  whom  they  may  sue 
or  be  sued.     A  like  return  must  be  made 
every  year,  and  also  whenever  a  change 
takes  place  in  the  officers,  the  members, 
or  the  places  where  notes  are  to  be  issued. 
Execution    on    judgments    and    decrees 
obtained  against  the  officers  may  be  sued 
out  against  any  member  of  the  co«pari- 
nership.     This  responsibility  attaches  to 
persons  retiring  from  the  company    for 
three  years,  as  far  as  relates  to  transactions 
occurring    whilst    they    were    members. 
Under  these  laws,  a  system  of  Joint-stock 
banking  has  grown  up  already,   as  1  have 
said,  of  vast  extent,    and   day  by  day 
enlarging  the  sphere  of  its  action.     By  a 
return  to  an  order  of  this  House,  ^f  the  21st 
of  March  last,  it  appears  that  there  were 
at  that  date  sixty-one  Joint-stock  Banks 
established,  with  their  branches,  at  472 
places,  and  consistincr,  in  all,  of  15,673 
partners  or  shareholders.    Of  these,  three 
were  established  in  1826,  four  in  1827,  six 
in  1829,  one  in  1830,  eight  in  1831,  seven 
in  1832,  ten  in  1833,  ten  in  1834,  eight  in 
1835,  and  four  in  this  year,   to  the  2l8t. 
ult ;  and  since  the  date  of  the  return  Hve 
have  been  entered  at  the  Stamp-office — 
one  of  them  having  twenty-four  branches 
and  2,052  partners.     More  companies  1 
know  to  be  in  a  course  of  formation,  and 
there  are  probably  others  of  which  I  have 
Dot  heard.     Now,  Sir,  I  cannot  but  think 
that  the  circumstances  I  have  now  stated  to 
the  House — the  vast  and  growing  extent 
of  the  system  of  Joint-stock  banking  on  the 
one  hand,  the  absence  of  all  legal  control 
over  the  working  of  that  system  on  the 
other,  constitute  a  state  of  affairs  very  far 
from  satisfactory,  and,  especially  if  looked 
at  in  combination  with  certain  others,  or, 
at  least,  without  considerable  anxiety.  We 
have  called  into  existence,  we  have  intro« 
duced  into  our  monetary  svstem  an  element 
of  tremendous  power.     We  have  taken  no 

Precaution  to  limit  or  control  its  operation, 
say  no  precaution  for  the  provision  of 
the  Act  7th  George  4th  cap.  46,  which  im- 
poses anlimited  liability  on  all  the  partners 


in  Joint-stock  Banks,   v^.iUt  k  k,  if  n^ 
opinion,  attended  by  iacugsguiencc  c ':^ 
gravest  kicd  pemlur  to  htcJ,  kis  f&.  i' 
and  always  will  be  fefxnd   to  h'\  u  a 
means  of  goarding  against  proceed  :p  3 
the  part  of  socb  estitbltshisenu,  ^. .  .^ 
to  them sel res  an<)inJork>iH  to  the  cc=-:> 
nily.    The  dangers  to  wb:-H  ccr  prrr*: 
system  is  exposed  arise  nraiiiiy  (t^j^l  :  ^ 
censes  ;    by     permitting     an     c:.  "^  < 
narober  of  persons  to  conbine  for  '-. 
purpose  of  carrying  on  tbc  trade  of  hv- 
ing,   yoo  confer  oo   them    an   eii<i:i:  .* 
power  of  creating  an  exleDsire  bo?ire«-  i 
rendering  all  the  shareholdera  indi«ia%.- • 
responsible,  yoa  afford  the  most  dan^r  i 
facility  in  ot)taining  credit,  whilst  ^cq  :<»-• 
not   the    smallest    precauiioo   th^t  s.ii 
banks  shall  possess  capita!  commcr^L-:: 
with   the    engagements    into    which  '  ^ 
powers  and  facilities    you    bestow,  r 
tempt  them  to  enter,     f  can  conceit  t- 
state  more  dangerous  for  any  coniiit' 
coutmunity  than  one  in    which  a  5v^' 
composed  of  such  elements  should  i> 
full  activity,  in  which   the  country  <b  ' 
be  covered  with  Joint-stock  banking' c"- 
panics,  enabled  to  extend  their  oper.*(i  ' 
through  the   thousand  channels  open  : 
them  by  means  of  their  shareholders,  i' 
feeling  no  necessity  to  limit  the  aciomr" 
dation  they  afibrd  from  want  of  fu'ith,  i 
place  of  which,  for  a  certain  length  of  tir- 
at  least,  their  credit  will  supply.    I  <^* 
conceive  no  state  more  directly  tendin. : 
produce  that  excitement,  that  overtrade*: 
that  apparent  prosperity,  so  pleasant  io 
advent — so  bitter  in  its  consequences.   ' 
there  be  one  case  in  which  legislatiiei::'!^ 
ference  with  the  intercourse  of  individtij!- 
could    be  justified  equally  by  reason ::. 
and  experience,  beyond  all  doubt  ilwo'^'- 
be  an  interference  to  obviate  the  danr'* 
which  an  abuse  of  the  powers  and  fac/l/'f' 
of  Joint-stock  Banking  inevitably  tcnd^' 
produce.  We  have  made  no  such  atlefrp' 
There  is  in  the  7th  Geo.  4th,  no  resinctto 
or  limitation  whatsoever,  either  on  thep^'^ 
cess  of  forming,  or  subsequent  proceed'"'-'* 
of  these  companies.    The  one  sole  con'ii* 
tion  is,  that  every  partner  shall  be  Ii«i ' 
to  the  whole  extent  of  his  fortane ;  ^^^ 
those  who  may  deny  that  any  change  in 
the  law  is  necessary,  must  be  prep"*^^  ^'^ 
show  that  the  one  provision  of  onlin^'''^ 
liability  is  sufficient  to  secure  the  8ta|>< 
of  a  system  on  which  it  Is  quite  evili^^^ 
that  the  whole  banking:  of  the  couoirj  u 
at  op  distant  period  destined  to  be  ceo* 
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ducted.     Will  that  condition  ensure  an 
obsef  vance  of  the  caution  essential  to  sta- 
bility ?      Our  own  experience  of  almost 
half  a  century  is  a  sufficient  reply.    Bank- 
ing in  £ngland  has  (with  the  exception  of 
the  Bank  of  England)  been  hitlierto  on  no 
other  footing.    Need  I  remind  the  House 
how    far    from    stable    that  footing  has 
proved?    In  1791  and  1792,  one  hun- 
dred country  bsnks   were    swept  away. 
There  had  been  then  no  bank  restriction, 
and  there  were  no  small  notes.     But  was 
the   system  more  secure  during  the  bank 
restriction^  and  whilst  the  country  bankers 
had    the  power  of  issuing  small  notes  ? 
From  1809  to  1819,  no   less  than  174 
commtssiottB  of  bankruptcy  were   issued 
against  country  bankers  ;  and   after  we 
had   again  returned  to  cash   payments, 
from  1819  to  1826,  including  the  time  of 
the  panic,  ninety-nine  commissions  were 
issued.    To   these  bankruptcies  must  of 
course  be  added  the  many  cases  of  tempo- 
rary suspensions  of  payment  and  arrange- 
ments  with   creditors    stopping  short  of 
bankruptcy.     But  it  may  be  said   that, 
as  these  were  not  Joint-stock  Banks,  the 
illustration  does  not  apply ;  but,  we  will 
examine  how  far  the  consciousness  of  in- 
dividual responsibility  will  suffice  to  ensure 
the  requisite  caution    in  conducting  the 
trade  of  banking,  and  if  it  be  found  that 
such  consciousness   has  failed  to  secure 
prudent  conduct  in  private  banking  estab- 
lishments, the  probabilities  are  infinitely 
less  that  it  will  have  that  effect  in  Joint- 
stock  Companies.    In  such  companies,  the 
feeling  of  responsibility  is  less  intense  in 
proportion   as  the  bulk  of  the   partners 
take  no  share  in  the  operations  by  which 
that  responsibility  is  incurred — their  very 
numbers  and  aggregate  wealth  generate  a 
careleu  confidence,   whilst  the   tempta- 
tions to  improvidence  are  almost  incalcu- 
lably increased  by  the  facility  of  credit 
which  those  very  circumstances  produce. 
But  I  shall,  perhaps,  be  told    that   the 
losses  they  may  sustain  is  a  matter  with 
which  the  public  has  no  concern.    Sir,  we 
must  carefully  distinguish  between  imme- 
diate and  ultimate  solvency.    With  ulti- 
mate solvency,  it  is  true,  that  the  public 
has  no  concern.    Whether  the  assets  of  a 
.bank  slopping  payment  prove  sufficient  to 
pay  one  per  cent,  or  twenty  per  cent,  in 
the  pound  ie  a  question  almost  wholly 
without  iaterett  to  the  public*    The  real 
injury  to  the  cocnmonity,  produced  by  the 
voi'king  of  fto  uotpund  lyHem  of  baokinjf 


is,  first,  in  the  waste  of  capital  consequen- 
on  the  overtrading  which  it  creates  or  sti- 
mulates ;  and,  secondly,  in  the  shock  to 
credit — the  alarm,  the  distrust,  and  les- 
sened demand  for  labour,  which  the  exten- 
sive failure  of  banking  establishments  in- 
evitably produces.  How  far,  then,  does 
unlimited  liability  in  the  partners  of  Joints 
stock  Banks  afford  a  security  against  thfe 
stopping  payment  of  such  establishments  ? 
Not  only  does  it  affbrd  no  such  security 
but  it  inevitably  tends  to  augment  the 
risk  of  such  occurrence.  The  credit  ob- 
tained by  such  banks  will  be  in  prpportion, 
not  to  the  paid-up  capital,  but  to  the  pre* 
sumed  extent  of  their  ultimate  solvency — 
their  engagements  in  prosperous  times 
will  be  in  proportion  to*  the  credit  so 
obtained ;  but  should  a  period  of  difficulty 
arrive,  the  paid  -  up  capital  would  ba 
the  only  fund  to  which  recourse  could 
be  had.  To  suppose  that  a  call  on 
the  shareholders,  at  such  a  moment, 
would  be  attended  to  is  visionary.  Many 
among  them  themselves  would  probably 
have  need  of  all  their  disposable  funds, 
and  none  of  them  would  be  found  to  ad- 
vance money,  the  return  of  which  from 
their  brother  shareholders  might  reason- 
ably be  considered  problematical.  Of  by 
far  the  greater  portion  of  Joint*stock  Banks 
at  any  time  existing,  the  ultimate  solvency 
could  not  be  doubtful ;  but  by  how  frightful 
a  process  would  that  solvency  be  put  to 
the  test.  1  have  already  stated,  that  exe- 
cution on  judgments  obtained  against  the 
officers  of  Joint-stock  Banks  may  be  sued 
out  against  any  of  the  partners.  In  the 
case  of  a  suspension  of  payment  by  one 
of  these  establishments,  the  most  opulent 
shareholders  would  of  course  be  selected 
for  attack,  and  respectable  and  wealthy 
persons  might,  if  the  engagements  of  the 
bank  were  large,  be  reduced  at  once  to 
beggary,  and  left  to  recover  their  lost 
fortunes  by  suits  in  Chancery  against  their 
partners  for  their  proportion  of  the  debts 
of  the  concern.  It  is  also  by  no  means 
clear  that  every  partner  in  a  Joint-stock 
Bank  is  not  subject  to  the  operation  of  the 
Bankrupt-laws,  with  all  their  train  of 
formidable  consequences.  But  the  mere 
misery  thus  created  is  but  a  small  portion 
of  the  evil  to  be  dreaded.  If  a  period 
should  ever  arrive  in  which  several  of 
these  establishments  should  become  em- 
barrassed,and  legal  proceedings  be  had 
against  individual  ahareholders,  it  is  ceV*- 
tain  that  suspicion  would  arise  generally 


851 


JouU'Uock  Bonis.  {COMMONS}  Joini-stock  BanJa. 


Uv-T 


abwe,  and,  ooaae^ oentlr •  to  danger.  The 
tudorjtaiettt  of  a  bank'  kooiro  to  cootain 
wmoog  500  or  €00  aaeailien.  inaaj  iodin- 
duals  of  gi«at  wealtli,  will  give  cnireocf 
to  any  Bill.  **  Do  you  ooi  obaerfc  (said 
a  bralrer  to  a  penoa  who  expressed  a  doubt 
of  tbe  cbancter  of  a  bill  offered  to  him  for 
diacount),  that  it  has  a  thousand  in- 
dorsers  ?**  I  by-  no  means  intend  to  assert 
that,  under  the  sanctioo  of  these  establish- 
BBcntSy  Bsanj  aooonmodation  bilk  hare 
been  negodated,  althous^h,  perhaps,  they 
■laj  have  been  the  means  of  intradncing 
some  paper  of  a  questiooable  character  into 
circuUtion.  But,  can  no  injury  be  done 
to  the  oonmonitT*  no  danger  be  incurred 
even  by  an  unlimited  discounting  of  good 
bills^hills  that  are  in  payment  of  rsal 
SAercauittle  tiansaction?  1  am  fiir  from 
thinking  so;  and  I  bdiere,  that  if^  at  this 
mooMnt,  the  system  of  Joint^ock  banking 
be  working  ill  for  the  community,  it  is 
more  through  the  fodlit?  it  affords  of  a 
dangerous  extension  of  bill  acoomoiodalion 
than  by  any  indiscretion  in  the  issue  of 
their  own  momissory  notes  on  the  part  of 
those  cstablishmentfC  It  is  well  known, 
that  in  periods  of  rising  prioss,  and  conso. 
^juent  excitement  in  the  commercial  world, 
ptrssns  will  always  be  found  ready  to 
•peculate  in  matters  not  within  their  usual 
trade,  or  to  extend  the  openuions  of  this 
legitimate  business  to  the  foil  extent  to 
which  they  can  obtain  capital  for  the  pur- 
poae.  It  is  quite  dear,  therefore,  diat  any 
Joint-stock  Bank  possessing,  from  the  esti« 
mated  liahiKty  of  its  many  partners,  an 
almost  unbounded  credit,  amy  giro  a  fear- 
All  stimulus  to  orertradtng,  without  dis- 
counting or  procuring  to  he  re-diacattnted 
one  single  bill  not  drawn  in  disdiarge  of  a 
Itmm^f^e  mercantile  transaction.  But  is 
the  credit  of  these  Joint-stock  Banks,  when 
as  employed,  a  sound  and  wholesome  credit  ? 
Is  it  not,  on  the  contrary,  a  credit  in  the 
highest  degree  hdlow  and  dangerous,  and 
one  which  would  in  a  period  of  difficulty 
bat  too  probably  prore  unsound  ?  Sup** 
pose  a  change  In  the  state  of  the  London 
money  aearket  were  to  occur — that  the  re- 
disoounts  of  which  I  hare  spoken  oouid  not 
be  obtaiood,  and  that  these  establishments 
eonaei|^uently  mtist  withdraw  the  aocaons. 
modatioR  they  had  hitherto  afforded,  is  it 
Boi  clear  that  great  embarrassmeot  would 
be  folt  by  all  the  persons  thus  deprived  of 
the  support  on  which  they  had  beeo  led  to 
rely  ?— -an  embarrassment  almost  of  neces- 
sity shared  by  the  Joint-stock  Bank,  which 
•bould  bare  entered  on  a  sphere  of  opera- 


tioos  beyond  the  means  under  h  ^. 
and  imioediate  cootroL    To  wbtt  er^K 
the  operations  of  the  Joist-ctodk  Btto 
may  bare  oontribuled  to  create  tk  msm 
state  of  exdtement  in  the  oovmeroai  f  re 
must,  of  courM,  bn  mers  mattir  ot  cs- 
jecture.    That  they  hare  had  sowc* 
siderable   influence  is  probable  k^  '^* 
fact  that  the  exdtement  and  n^  fm  ipo*u 
lation   is  greatest  in  those  perts  of " 
kingdom  where  the   operations  d  ti » 
establishments    hare    been    most  nr 
London  has  been  coroparatirdy  unic"'. 
but  liverpod  and  Manchester  ha^ei: 
nessed  a  mushroom  growth  of  sdienK-^-' 
exceeded  by  the  meniorable  year  IS:^- 
hold  in  my  hand  a  list  of  seventj  coott: 
plated  companies  for  erery  species  of  u^;^ 
taking  which  hare  appeared  in  the  lie" 
pool  and  Manchester  papers  wit)iio/ 
last  three  months.     This  list  irasn»^ 
fortnight  or  three  weeks  since,  and  ir.*: 
probably,  now  be  considerably  exteodat . 
IS  impossible  also,  I  think^  not  to  su^^^ 
that  the  fodlity  of  credit  and  eaomj^' 
encouragement  to  specuIatiaD  tovbk: 
bars  alluded,  can  nam  been  witbotiti* 
effect  in  produdng  the  great  laGf«s^>^ 
price  in  almost  all  the  diief  articles  of  ^^■ 
sumption  and  raw  materials  of  ourosfi 
focturea.  That  increase  has  been  eoom- 
^-notleSBthanfoom  twenty  to  tifty  «D<lf^ 
100  per  csnt  in  many  of  the  cLki  itic 
of  produce  of  consiunption,  and  matero. 
of  our  manufactures.    I  am  quitf  i^-' 
that  there  is  every  indication  of  tku  ^ 
vance  of  price  being  aound—- tlutt  it  ^' 
arisen  from  consumption  outruaoiog  ^1 ' 
^-and  that  our  manufoctures  are  vork 
on  orders  rather  than  specuIatioiK    ^"[ 
cannot  forget  that  the  exdtement  of  }'- 
commenced  legitimatdy— that  tbe  n^ 
prices  will  infoUibly  check  oopsumpt' 
whilst  Jt  stimulates  supply ;  and  vben  «> 
look  at  the  amount  of  our  paper  eorif^^- 
resting  at  this  moment  on  the  lomf^'' 
narrow  metallic  basis  of  tbe  bulli'«  ^^ 
spede  in  the  raults  of  tbe  Bank  of  Eng^^ ' 
it  is  impoanble  not  to  fed  tbe  appreb«o» ' 
or  at  lent  the  propriety  of  m  caufK^'^  '-- 
foivthottght.    The  drcuhttion  of  the  B^ ' 
of  England,  as  appears  by  the  kst  averv 
in  the  Gaseiie,  i^^  ., , 
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lit  is  right  that  I  should  say  tha^  I  cannot 

".::  approve  of  the  course  taken  by  the  Bank 

. .  jjf  England  in  this  matter.     The  Directors 

-^of  that  establishment  actings  I  doubt  not^ 

..••with  the  most  conscientious  desire  to  pro- 

.,  itect  the  interests  of  the  community,  have 

-  ...not  taken,  in  my  opinion,  the  wisest  course 

...  to  effect  that  object*    With  a  desire  to  dis- 

.  ^courage  the  circulation  of  the  notes  of  Joint- 

/  stock  Banks,    they  afford   facilities,  as  I 

^  .have  said,  to  such  an  issue  of  Bank  of  £ng* 

;^  'land  notes.     I  cannot  think  that  this  mode 

.of  forcing  issues  is  a  legitimate  mode  of  pro- 

'    ceedingon  the  part  of  that  Corporation,  com  - 

'^bining,  as  it  evidently  does  combine,  anin- 

•  crease  of  the  currency,  which  may  not  be 

-  required,  with  a  temptation  to  the  Joint. 
stocks  thus  supplied  with  their  notes,  to 
afford  indiscreet  accommodation.    Another 

'"■  practice,  to  which  I  may  allude,  of  these 

'   companies  is  their  making  advances  on  their 

> "'  own  shares — ^a  practice  clearly  liable  to 

-'  abuse,  and  which  might,  if  carried  to  its 

'  possible  extent,  deprive  the  public  of  the 

'  whole  security  apparently  afforded  by  a 

.<'  paid-up  capital.    Some  of  the  companies 

'V  now  in  the  course  of  formation,  propose  in 

..'  their  advertisements  to  make  to  their  share- 

<  holders  an  advance  equal  to  two-thirds  of 

::•  what  they  may  ]>ay  on  their  shares.     The 

f*  practice,  again,  of  reserving  shares  on  the 

«;i  iirst  formation  of  a  company,  to  be  issued 

r:"-  subsequently  at  a  premium,  has  been  re- 

•;}•  sorted  to  hy  companies  highly  respectable 

■ii  ^and  it  was  indeed  hardly  to  be  expected 

(   that  any  companies  should  hesitate  to  avail 

;;    themselves  of  a  profit  so  easy,  and  which 

^^  the  Legislature  bad  taken  no  steps  to  dis- 

-  courage.  It  is,  however,  in  my  opinion,  a 
«.  source  of  profit  inadmissible  under  a  sound 
I  system — opening  the  door,  as  I  have  already 

•  I   said,  to  delusion,  and  leading  to  the  concoction 
\  J    of  schemes  having  no  other  object  than  job- 
4    bing  and  speculation  in  sharei*.    I  am  quite 
I    persuaded,  as  I  have  before  observed,   that 
^'    the  banks  included  in  the  return  now  on 
,    our  table  were  establLthed  with  no  such  ob- 
.,   ject — ^they  may  have,  in  some  instances, 
/    availed  themselves  of  the  advantage  thus 
^    presenting  itself;  but  I  am  satid^  no 
,    other  profit  was  originally  contemplated 
;     than  such  as  might  be  legitiioately  derived 
^    from  the  business  in  which  they  were  about 
to  embark.  But  it  would  be  mere  credulity 
to  suppose,  that  of  the  banks  which  are  now 
springing  up  in  such  profusion,  all  have 
been  concocted  without  reference  to  profit, 
BO  much  more  easy  to  secure  than  those 
arisinff  from  real  ousiness  properly  con- 
ducted.    I  oujg;ht  not  to  omit  to  mention 
tlMit  80019  of  the  existing  Joint«0tock  Bank* 


ing  Companies — and  among  the  most  re* 
spectable  too — have  availed  themselves,- 
to  an  extent  which  I  considered  highly  in« 
expedient,  of  the  permission  of  the  Legis. 
lature  to  establish  branches.  Some  have 
from  forty  to  fifty  branches,  the  most  re« 
mote  from  the  centre  being  100  or  200 
miles  apart.  And  now>  Sir,  having  stated 
what  I  conceive  to  be  the  defects  in  the 
laws  by  which  Joint^stock  banking  is  regu^ 
lated.  and  adverted  to  the  evidence  which 
existing  circumstances  afford  of  the  evil 
consequences  flowing  from  these  defects,  it 
is  my  duty  to  point  out  how  those  defects 
may  be  remedied.  Assuredly,  Sir,  if  I  had 
believed  with  some  persons  that  the  incon* 
veniences  and  perils  which  I  have  pointed 
out  in  our  present  system  of  Joint-stock 
Banking  were  so  inherent  in  the  very 
nature  of  that  system  that  they  could  by 
no  legislative  interference  be  separated  from 
it,  I  should  not  have  been  justified  in 
bringing  this  matter  under  the  notice  of 
Parliament ;  but  I  entertain  no  such  belief. 
I  am  convinced  that  the  defects  in  oar  pre* 
sent  system  are  capable  of  remedy ;  and  I 
shall,  therefore,  in  conclusion,  state  briefly 
the  nature  of  the  remedy  I  would  re- 
commend. It  consists  merely  in  the 
adoption  of  three  great  principles — limited 
liability,  paid-up  capital,  and  perfect  pub- 
licity. Of  these  three  I  have  no  hesitation 
in  saying  that  I  must  rely  on  the  first, 
without  which,  indeed,  the  two  latter  will 
be  comparatively  of  little  value.  By  per* 
mitting  only  Joint^tock  Banks,  with  limited 
liability,  I  would  crush  at  once  the  spurious 
credit  at  present  enjoyed  by  these  estab- 
lishments from  the  responsibility  of  the 
individual  shareholders,  and  reduce  the 
credit  to  be  obtained  by  a  Joint-stock  Bank 
within  its  legitimate  bounds— vis.,  to  the 
exact  extent  uf  its  paid-up  capital  and 
available  money  resources.  It  is  impos- 
sible, in  my  opinion,  that  this  Hous^  or  the 
public  can  be  too  deeply  impressed  widi 
the  importance  of  this  principle.  The 
collection  and  distribution  of  monied 
capital  is  the  only  legitimate  object  of 
banking.  The  money  actually  possessed 
by  a  bank,  or  held  by  it  on  deposit,  is  the 
only  sure  and  safe  bans  on  which  its  ea« 
gagements  and  the  extent  of  the  aoeam* 
modation  it  should  afford  can  be  calculated. 
All  eredit  beyond  this  is  spurliNis  and  un- 
safe. The  credit  of  each  of  the  share* 
holders  of  these  banks  is  already  taskod 
probably  to  its  full  and  legitimate  extent 
in  his  individual  capacity.  To  permit  it  to 
operate  again  in  the  am'mite  is  a  cruel 
permissioii  to  tho  indimiia^  cod  aunt  mm 
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Jurious  to  tbe  public.  To  encourage  tbe 
intervention  in  the  monetary  gjstem  of  tbe 
country  of  a  circulating  credit  grounded 
upon  tbe  supposed  aggregate  fortunes  of 
the  shareholders  is  to  attempt  to  coin  into 


money  the  lands,  tbe  bouses^  tbe  factories,   progress  of  tbe  Joint-stock  Innldng'^'T 


the  fixed  capital  of  tbe  country.  It  is  to 
fall  again  into  tbe  famous  error  of  Law's 
Mississippi  scheme;  and  whatever  form 
the  credit  thus  created  may  assume — whe- 
ther of  bill  circulation,  cash  credits,  or  issue 
of  notes — ^most  certain  it  is,  if  there  be 
truth  in  reasoning  or  experience,  that  tbe 
credit  so  created  is  altogether  hollow  and 
illusory^  and  must  sooner  or  later  issue  in 
deep  distress  to  tbe  individuals  concerned, 
and  great  calamities  to  tbe  community. 
By  tbe  permission  to  establish  banks  of 
limited  liability  also,  we  should  acquire  tbe 
xnost  important  of  all  securities  for  tbe 
good  conduct  of  such  establishments ,  viz., 
a  certainty  that  tbe  most  respectable  per. 
sons  in  tbe  community  would  become 
partners  in  them.  Once  remove  tbe  well- 
founded  alarm  which  the  being  engaged  in 
indefinite  responsibility  inspires,  and  you 
would  have  spring  up  in  every  part  of  the 
kingdom  banking  companies,  comprehend- 
ing in  their  proprietary  all  tbe  wealth  and 
intelligence  of  tbe  district,  conducted  on 
sound  principles,  because  the  shareholders 
would  be  well  contented  with  moderate 
profits,  tbe  very  key-stone  of  sound  bank- 
ing when  to  be  obtained  with  security.  I 
would  grant  such  charters,  however,  only 
on  tbe  two  conditions — first,  of  the  whole 
capital  of  tbe  bank  being  paid  up;  and, 
secondly,  of  entire  publicity.  From  these 
proWsions  many  important  advantages  would 
flow — they  would  effectually  put  an  end  to 
any  getting-up  of  these  companies  as  mere 
bubbles  for  the  purposes  of  speculation. 
There  could  be  no  holding  back  of  shares 
subsequently  to  be  issued  at  a  premium — 
no  fictitious  profits  to  be  created  out  of 
those  very  premiums,  and  as  a  real  Qutlay 
would  be  required,  no  banks  set  on  foot  by 
persons  without  substance.  The  publicity 
that  I  would  require^  moreover,  would  be 
real,  searching,  and  effective — making  clear 
.  to  the  apprehension  of  all  men  tbe  circum- 
,  stances  of  tbe  bank  both  as  to  its  assets  and 
liabilities.  Such  publicity,  so  far  from 
.  being  iiyurlousj  would  be  in  a  high  degree 
beneficial  to  sound  and  well-conducted 
banking  establishments,  and  we  should  per- 
mit no  other.  On  this  head  tbe  House 
will  permit  me  to  read  an  extract  from  a 
letter  from  tbe  manager  of  one  of  tbe  ex. 
istine  Joint-stock  Companies.  "  On  first 
f9t9SM^  ♦^'-  - — em,    the  DiwctPtt 


came  to  their  vocation  with  allts^' 
respecting  tbe  absolute  nece«ityct--.rr 
which  pi^vaQs  in  private  banks— «  r> 
change  has,  however,  arisen  in  the  ex. 
tbe  Directors,  as   they  have  wat6: 


Seeing  tbe  great  additional  security  w 

it  would  afford  for  good  managemr::.  i 

necessity  under  which  it  woi^  ii^  ^J 

banks  to  call  up  more  capital,  and  lir    i 

fidence  which  tbe  public  would  deriT;  r  i 

an  actual  knowledge  of  tbe  state  ^if   i 

affairs,  we  should  now  feel  little  d^-.  i 

to  giving  tbe  greatest  publicity  to  th,  -  i 

of  our  issues,  liabilities,  and  assets^  pr  'J 

such  publication  were  generally  r^rj:  i 

Into  the  detail  of  tbe  regulations  bj  <^i 

I  would  propose  to  work  out  these  :i 

principles  1  do  not  now  enter — tker « 

be  proper  matter  for  consideraticm  ::i 

Committee  which  I  shall  propose  v- 

House  to  appoint.     I  am  well  aw^rr  i 

many  schemes  have  been  proposed  fi :  3 

dering  Joint-stock  banking  safe  wh:c: 

not  involve  an  admission  of  the  thrtt  j 

principles  1  have  stated  as    essential : 

valid  objections  may  in  my  opinion  be  rJ 

against  all  those  schemes^  and  it  is  sti.. 

necessary,  therefore,  that  I  should  c.  i 

the  time  of  tbe  House  in  discussing  m 

The   application  of   these    principle^ 

volves,  in  my  opinion,  all  within  the  p  i 

of  legislation  to  effect  towards  tbe  :-l 

lisbment  of  a  sound  system  of  hin\  i 

but  I  also  think  that  those  princq!.i 

judiciously  applied,  will  be  effectual  r- ' 

accomplishment  of  that  object,  and  I : 

yet  to  bear  one  valid  argument  agaii>* 

so  applying  them.      To  tbe    adoprir 

these  principles  all  experience  points.    1 

Bank  of  England  presents  an  cxamt  i 

stability  which  has  never  been  doul  i 

but  it  has  had  limited  liability  and  j 

paid-up  capital.     Can  any  one  doul 

that,  if  publicity  bad  been  enforced  oi. 

great  errors  would  have  been  avoidetl 

great   calamities  spared  to   the  coiinti 

Scotland,  I  know,  may  be  quoted  a^  i 

nisbing  an  exception  to  tbe  rule  1  v,  \ 

establish ;     but    I    believe    it    might 

shown,    by    a    reference   to    tbe    hiNi 

of    Scotch    banking,    that     exception 

more    in    appearance    than  reality,   i 

that   peculiar  circumstances   in  Scotli 

have  caused  tbe  banks  of  that  counirv 

fail  in  one  important  particular,  viz.,  p; 

up  capital,   within  the  rules  I  would 

down.     It  should  not  be  forgotten  t! 

the  three  Scotch  banks,  which  precedivi 

many  years  the  establishment  of  the  oth.i 

and  ^V6  the  torn  to  puUic  cipinion  on  i 
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.  ibiectof  baiikinir-*^vi2..  tbe  Bankof  Scot. 
'^    ~  ind,  the  Iloyal  Bank  of  Scotlandy  and  the 
'— "jritish   Linen   Company  were  chartered 
'"^'"'anks  of  limited  liability,  and  large  paid-up 
-^^ipitaL     In  the  United  States  of  America 
- -'he  same  conclusion  has  been  come  to  by  a 
r-^  -eople,  than  whom  none  exists  more  in. 
.'i'^^-^liigent,  more  sagacious,  more  practically 
..i^  vise,  or  more  capable  of  drawing  useful 
rii'i^assons  from  experience.     In  the   United 
:  J:"ttates  the  trade  of   banking    has  never 
Tir^'vith,  I  belie ve^  but  one  instance  of  excep- 
^i -iion,   been  carried  on  by  individuals,  or 
r.c-  inns  of  a  small  number  of  partners;   it 
.;^.-r5fa8  always  been  in  the  hands    either  of 
j_^  foint-stock    or    Incorporated    Companies, 
-rrhe  people  of  that  country  have,  therefore, 
':  ixtensive,  and,  in  but  too  many  instances, 
\.^:  "^lamitous,  experience,  of  the  working  of  a 
f ;    :?ystem  yet  in  its  infancy  with  us.     The 
'J.  -result  of  that  experience  is  the  adoption  al- 
T- ,,cno8t  universally  of  the  principles  I  have 
^  '.(aid  down — viz.,  limited  liability,  paid-up 
t', /capital,  and  perfect  publicity.     In    1833, 
':  }the  President  determined  to  withdraw  the 
\.  Government  balances  from  the  Bank  of 
^   the   United  States,  and  deposit   them  m 
■'!  banks  in  the  several  States.     For  this  pur- 
. '  pose  twenty-three  banks  in  different  parts  of 
" ;  the  Union  were  selected.  Of  course,  the  banks 
;  ^  selected  were   among  the  first  in  point  of 
'  /^;^  character  and  solidity.     The  charters  of  all 
■ "',  were  laid  before  Congress.     I  have  looked 
;  ^v  carefully  through  those  charters,  and  can 
I  assure  the  House,  that  with  some  slight  and 
doubtful  modifications  in  one  or  two,  as 
to    the    liability    of    shareholders,    they 
embody  those  principles.     Several  of  the 
.  leading  States  of  the  Union — Pennsylvania, 
New  York,  and  Massachusetts,  have  enacted 
general  laws  for  the  regulation  of  banking. 
Those  laws  are  pervaded  by  the  same  prin- 
ciples.     Many  other  and  stringent  regula- 
tions are  laid  down  for  the  government  of 
banks,  which  an  experience  of  the  calami- 
ties flowing  from  malversation  in  such  es- 
tablishments has   led  the  people  of    the 
United  States  to  adopt ;  but  in  no  laws 
that  I  have  seen  are  the  principles  of  limited 
liability,  paid-up  capital,  and  publicity,  in 
the  main  departed  from.     The  House  will, 
I  am  sure,  feeling  how  important  is  the 
lesson  we  may  derive  from  the  experience 
of  our  trans-Atlantic  brethren,  pardon  me 
for  referring  especially  to  one  general  Act 
passed  in  America  on  this  subject.     The 
House  is,  no  doubt,  aware  that  all  legislation 
in  the  United  States,  except  on  certain 
specified  subjects,  falls  within  the  province 
of  the  State  Legislatures.    It  is  also,  I 
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doubt  not^  aware  that  the  district  of  Co^ 
lumbia,  in  which  Washington  is  situated 
is  under  the  direct  control  of  Congress ;  any 
laws,  consequently,  for  the  Government  of 
that  district,  may  be  considered  as  emana- 
ting from  the  collective  opinion  of  the  whole 
Union.  In  181 7>  a  law  was  passed  by  Con. 
gress  for  the  regulation  of  banking  in  Colum- 
bia. What  were  the  provisions  of  that  law  ? 
At  that  time  there  were  in  that  district 
Joint-stock  Banks;  the  Act  constituted  them 
all  Corporations,  on  compliance  with  certain 
conditions,  the  most  important  of  which 
I  were,  that  their  whole  capital  should  be 
paid  up  before  the  1st  of  January,  1819^ 
and  that  they  should  every  year  lay  a  com- 
plete statemept  of  their  afikirs  before  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury ;  it  further  pro. 
hibited,  by  heavy  penalties,  all  other  parties 
from  carrying  on  the  trade  of  bankine.  To 
the  example  of  America  I  may  add  the  au« 
thority  of  some  of  those  statesmen  among 
ourselves  most  worthy  to  be  listened  to 
on  such  subjects  in  favour  of  liability.  In 
a  discussion  in  the  House  of  Lords  on  the 
Bank  Charter  Amendment  Bill,  on  the  17th 
of  February,  1826,  Lord  Liverpool  said; 
"  The  measure  he  had  to  propose  was  but 
a  half  measure ;  and  why  was  it  so  ?  be- 
cause they  had  the  chartered  rights  of  the 
Bank  of  England  to  contend  with.  This 
was  an  obstacle  to  their  going  further  at 
present ;  they  ought  to  go  further  when- 
ever they  could.  The  Bank  had  consented 
to  allow  the  restriction  as  to  the  number  of 
partners  in  country  banks  to.  be  re- 
moved, and  so  far  one  difficulty  was  re- 
moved.* "  In  a  discussion  on  the  same  Bill^ 
in  the  Commons,  on  the  10th  of  February 
of  that  year,  Mr.  A.  Baring  said,  '*  If  per^' 
sons  had  been  allowed  to  combine^  on  con- 
dition of  depositing  their  capital  and  of 
their  limiting  their  responsibility  to  that 
capital,  plenty  of  individuals  would  have 
been  found  r^y  to  engage  in  such  asso- 
ciations. Landed  gentlemen  would  put 
down  their  5,000/.,  10,000/.,  or  20,000/.  as 
might  be  convenient,  and  banks  would  then 
be  formed  all  over  the  country  on  the  best 
principles ;  solid  establishments  would  be 
created,  with  which  prudent  men,  with 
families,  would  be  very  willing  to  connect 
themselve8.t"  In  the  same  debate,  Mr. 
Huskisson  said,  ''  he  allowed  it  would  be  a 
great  improvement^  if,  under  a^  proper  sys- 
tem charter  banks  were  established,  with 
only  a  limited  liability.  It  would,  no  doubt^ 
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t^  ,;'^htt  of  bli  speech  to  much  re* 
^tod^  f^^^u^t  that  the  sohjeot  furnished 
» 1 1  .^''around  for  a  Parliameotary  in- 
sfrf  •'^  '^^  would  put  it  upon  this  fair 
jf  J?  ^*^^*thin  a  few  years  Parliament 

f/*''7  '''^•^  *  **c^  P^^"»  *^°^  '^^'^  passed 

'^^!^F9d^    with  respect  to  Joint-stock 

^^  *Wi;«rhat  new  law  had  heen  brought 

'^^^  st^a^:ttotk  in  many  parts  of  the  king* 

^^  fodnik^  latteily  its  operation  had  been 

^'  '^^Mtv*^^'^^^^-     I^  ^^3  ^  1^^  deeply 
*  '^^ajsfthe  interests  of  the  whole  com- 
^'crtud^i  It  ''*•»  10  *  certain  extent^  an 
S'/Aa/  i^^iitttl  law.      It  was  right  and  pro- 
"iBinry.me-   ^^^^  Parliament  should  inquire 
'  tloQ  ur^i  ^  been  the  result  of  that  experiment. 
/^,  ^^,  ght  that  Parliament  should  inquire 
.it  tL  -       the  law  answered   the  ends  for 
p      .     •  ''^*^®  originally  framed. '  it  was  fit 
iM     '  *^''*"**"^  should  inquire  whether  it 
OKWr^   any  and  what  amendment.     If 
^^'^'"^^iete  the  objects  of  the  inquiry  for 
«D,  »Mei|j|g  |jp„^  Friend  mored,  he  for  one 
^yptmt^^y  to  admit  that  a  case  did  exist 
"^^^'^•'^hich  it  was  expedient  that  a  Com- 
m/Dtfca  tj  ghould  be  appointed.   Undoubtedly, 
tit  tken  ^xii^  Act  which  had  given  occasion  to 
''^^^'resent  motion  passed,  there  had  been 
^iioB,r^i^2Lt  and    enlarged    establishment  of 
o/3/)feti»..stock  Banks.     But  let  him  take  the 
)st  tiai  xj  of  earnestly  cautioning  the  House 
ih  c&'nst — he  would  not  say  the  vice — but 
n  fl7»f  «rror,to  which  popular  assemblies  were, 
ibili!iii,''\Qps,  peculiarly  prone.  He  meant  a  want 
^ciiktability  in  their  opinions  from  year  to  year, 
}»d  M  the  habit  of  rapidly  rushing  from  one 
Djst  ereme  to  another.       Let  the  House,  for 
//;^k'tance,  look  at  those  very  debates  in  the  I 
geaj^f  1626  to  which  his  hon.  Friend  had 
rn/^ferred.    What  then  was  the  cry?    At 
o/},/iat  period  what  was  the  principle  ad- 
re;r:Ocated  in  Parliament  ?      The  general  de- 
};r'riaration  was  this :  that  all  the  difficolty, 
ip^fili  the  distress  under  which  the  country 
7^^as  then  labouring,  was  entirely  to  be 
^.^ttributed  to  the  want  of  Joint-stock  Banks. 
;(,They  were  told  that  the  private  Banks  of 
(the  country  were  not  sufficiently  stable — 
j^must  always  be  subject  to  the  influence  of 
!/  a  sudden  panic  ;  but  that  the  establishment 
;  of  Joint-stock  Banks  would  afford  a  remedy 
(  for  all  the  difficulties  into  which  the  broken 
'  credit  of  private  Banks  had  plunged  the 
country.     But  whilst  he  assented  to  the 
motion  of  his  hon.  Friend,  and  whilst  he 
(liiTered,  perhaps,  from  those  who  antici- 
pated in  the  Joint-stock  Banks  a  perfect 
pnnacea  for  all  the  evils  by  which  public 
credit  could  be  assailed,  he  would  not  have 
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die  House  suppose  that  he  was  disponed  ta 
go  into  the  opposite  extreme^  and  to 
say,  that  whereas  in  1826  he  took  the 
Joint-stock  Banks  as  a  remedy,  in  1836  he 
was  disposed  to  attack  them  as  the  disease. 
He  looked  upon  the  principle  of  Joint>A 
stock  Companies  as  one  of  the  great  die* 
coveries  of  modern  times.  He  regarded 
them,  when  made  responsible  to  publie 
opinion,  as  the  ground  on  which  all  suo* 
cessftil  euterprifle  must  be  founded.  He 
said,  further,  that  if  there  was  any  one 
description  of  business  to  which  the  prin« 
ciple  of  a  Joint-stock  Company  could  be 
more  applicable  than  another,  it  was^  under 
due  restrictions,  the  business  of  hanking. 
He  was  aware,  when  he  made  that  state* 
ment,  that  he  was  not  combating  the  ar* 
guments  of  his  hon.  Friend  (Mr«  Clay)  j 
but  he  undoubtedly  was  combating  an  arw 
gument  which  he  knew  in  a  greater  or  Ism 
degree  occupied  the  minds  of  many  persons 
within  the  walls  of  that  House,  as  well  as 
out  of  doors.  It  might  be  sfaoifin  that  in 
certain  instances  abuses  had  taken  place  in 
the  formation  of  Joint*stock  Companies. 
But  those  abuses,  if  proved^  would  nirnish 
no  argument  against  the  principle  itself^ 
The  ground  upon  which  he  was  ready  to 
acquiesce  in  the  motion  of  his  hon.  Friend 
was^  the  great  extension  of  these  banking 
establishments  at  the  present  moment; 
The  House  was  aware  that  a  general 
spirit  of  speculation  was  abroad— ^hat  Joint* 
stock  Companies  were  formed  for  all  kinds 
of  purposes — some  for  ptirposes  to  which 
such  co-operations  were  by  no  means  ap* 
plicable— and  the  House  would  feel  that 
this  rage  for  speculation  would  hardly  fail 
to  extend  itself  to  the  banking  business  as 
well  as  to  others.  Within  the  last  few 
years^  indeed,  the  increase  of  Joint-stock 
Banks  and  branches  of  the  Bank  of  Eng* 
land  had  been  verv  considerable.  In  pro« 
p»ortion,  then,  as  they  allowed  the  appfica* 
tion  of  the  Joint- stock  principle  to  sound 
and  legitimate  objects,  they  were  bound 
to  see  that  under  the  colour  of  Joint-stock 
Companies  the  country  was  not  imposed 
upon  by  a  number  of  bubble  companies^ 
representing  no  real  property,  and  incapa- 
ble of  affording  the  smallest  security.  If 
the  law,  as  it  now  stood,  opened  the  way 
to  such  an  abuse,  it  was  time  that  they 
should  seriously  consider  whether  tt  might 
not  require  some  Hmendment.  With  re« 
spect  to  the  Joint-stock  Banks  at  present 
established,  his  hon.  Friend,  he  was  sure, 
must  know,  from  the  return  he  held  id  his 
hand,   that   any  apprebeosion   that 
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speech  ooald  properly  excite  as  to  their  ' 
perfect  solvency,  would  be  an  utter  and 
complete  delusion.  There  was  nothing  in 
the  present  motion  calculated  to  effect  in 
the  smallest  degree  the  credit  of  any  one 
of  these  companies.  His  hon.  Friend  had 
suegested  various  remedies  for  the  evils  he 
pointed  out ;  he  had  spoken  of  the  benefi- 
cial effect  of  limited  liability,  of  paying  up 
capital  to  the  fullest  extent,  and  of  entire 
publicity  of  accounts.  But  he  thought 
the  House  would  see  that  if  they  were 
about  to  enter  into  this  Committee  for  the 
purpose  of  inquiry,  it  would  be  the  most 
prudent,  the  most  cautious,  and  by  far  the 
wisest  and  most  convenient  course,  to  ab- 
stain altogether  from  expressing  even  the 
slightest  opinion  with  respect  to  any  one 
of  the  points  suggested  by  his  hon.  Friend. 
He  was  not,  any  more  than  his  hon.  Friend, 
without  his  opinion,  affirmative  or  negative, 
on  all  these  points;  he  should  be  un- 
worthy the  duties  he  was  called  upon  to  dis- 
charge if  he  had  not  directed  his  attention 
to  the  subject;  but  if  the  House  were 
disposed  to  agree  to  the  appointment  of 
the  Committee,  it  must  at  once  strike 
every  gentleman  present  that  any  debate 
upon  the  subject  at  the  present  moment 
would  be  utterly  fruitless — utterly  useless 
to  any  good  end-— whilst  by  possibility  it 
might  lead  to  disastrous  consequences; 
beoiuae  it  was  impossible  to  go  into  any 
one  of  these  points  of  detail  without  open- 
ing the  whole  question,  and  thus  antici- 
pate the  labouM  of  the  Committee.  It 
was  on  that  account,  and  that  only,  that 
he  declined  altogether  from  entering  into 
any  discussion  of  any  one  of  the  details  to 
which  his  hon.  Friend  referred.  Upon 
principle,  however,  he  must  say,  that  he 
differed  most  essentially  from  many  of  the 
doctrines  laid  down  bv  his  hon.  Friend, 
and  his  acquiescence  m  the  motion  must 
not  be  assumed  to  be  an  acquiescence  in 
the  reasons  on  which  it  was  grounded.  He 
must  add,  that  he  would  not,  at  that  mo- 
ment, enter  into  any  discussion  on  the  im. 
portant  questicms  involved  in  the  motion, 
as  that  could  not  be  done  without  causing 
the  evils  he  wished  to  avoid.  With  re- 
spect to  the  course  which  the  Government 
felt  it  their  duty  to  pursue  upon  that  oc- 
casion^ he  begged  to  say  one  word  before 
he  sat  down.  His  hon.  Friend  would  not 
take  it  as  intending  t4>  offer  any  disrespect 
tonntfds  him,  if  he  took  the  liberty  of  stat- 
ing, that  he  did  not  conceive  this  inquiry 
to  be  one  that  ought  to  be  left  in  the 
hands  of  any  private  or  individual  Member 


of  the  House.    It  was  an  ]iM|ttry«tick, 
to  be  undertaken  at  ally  ought  to  be  pbcei 
in  the  hands  of  a  responsible  GovenuMst. 
There  was  much  of  information  upoothis 
subject,  which  no  doubt  it  would  be  gmtly 
for  the  interest  of  the  puUic  toobuifii 
but  which,  with  that  care  and  that  ob- 
servance which  was  due  to  private  propeny 
and  private  intere8ts,ougbt  not  to  be  rasb  y 
callea  for  or  lightly  divulged  to  the  pub  i 
In  matters  of  private  business  there  vt 
much,  which  if  made  known  at  all,  ouLt- 
only — except  upon  very  strong  occa.M::' 
indeed  —  to  be  made  confidently  knowc. 
Such  was  the   course    taken    upoo  tb^ 
appointment  of  the  Committee  in  li-i' 
The  right  hon.  Baronet,  the  Member  k: 
Tamworth,  when  he  moved  for  the  Co^ 
mittee  of  1826,  obuined  for  the  usee 
that  Committee,  from  the  various  baokir: 
establishments  in  the  kingdom,  all  ^ 
information  that  was  necessary  iobeco> 
municated  to  it;  but  the  private  trao^ 
actions  of  private  bankers  were  not  ut- 
necessarily  divulged   nor    made  knovc 
Therefore  he  thought  it  essential,  vithou: 
meaning  the  slightest  disrespect  to  ^f^ 
hon.  Friend,  that  the  appointment  of  i 
Committee  like  that  now  moved  for,  isi 
the  responsibility  of  directing  its  proceeti* 
ings,  ought  to  be  left  in  the  hands  of  th^ 
Government.     To    that    proposition  ^ 
believed  his  hon.  Friend  would  make  bo 
objection,  and  if  that  were  the  case  ^ 
(the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer)  shoulc 
raise  no  opposition  to  the  appointment  c 
the  Committee.     But  at  the  same  w. 
he  could  not  conclude  without  stating  ^^ 
hope  that  the  Joint-stock  Banks  thesi' 
selves  would  feel  as  he  (the  Chancellor  d 
the   Exchequer)  did,  that   an  inqoir^|^ 
this  kind  conducted  in  an  amicable  spin'^ 
and  instituted  not  for  the  purpose  of  in* 
juring  these  establishments,  but  of  i^ 
proving  the  law  under  which  tbey  ^^* 
called  into  existence,  could  be  fToducu*( 
only  of  beneficial  results  to  all  parties,  and 
that  they  would,  therefore,  regard  it  «>^^' 
out  jealousy  or  suspicion,  feeling  (b*  ^^ 
ought  to   do)  that  the  best  proof  t^*^! 
could  give  to  the  world  of  the  soondo^ 
of  the  system  under  which  their  afiflifj 
were  conducted,  the  best  proof  tbey  coq|<^ 
give   of  their  perfect  solvencv,  of  ^^^ 
prudence,  their  honour,  and  of  tbeir  dis* 
cretion,  would  be,  not  to  view  the  l^^'^' 
with  distrust  or  alarm,  but,  on  the  coo* 
trary,  to  come  forward    cheerfoHj  '^ 
readily  to  furnish  all  the  informatioo  t>i*^ 
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lid  be  fairly  required  at  their  hands. 
ith     the    view  of  bringing   before    the 
rase,  in  this  spirit,  the  result  of  the  in- 
iry,  be  should  think  it  necessary  that 
3  same  discretion  should  be  used  in  this 
»tance  as  was  used  with  respect  to  the 
)uiry  into  the  Bank  charter — he  meant 
It  the    Committee  should  be  a  Com- 
ttee  of  secrecy.     Whilst  the  House  had 
e   full  benefit  of  the  results  of  the  in- 
liry,   it  would  not,  he  thought,  be  ex- 
'dient  that  the  inquiry,  during  its  pro- 
ess,  should  be  open  and  public.     He 
as  led  to  this  conclusion,  not  from  any 
istrust  of  the  result  of  the  inquiry,  still 
ss  from   any  distnist  of  the  soundness 
r  solvency  of  the  establishments  to  which 
related,  nor  from  any  apprehension  as 
3  the  present  state  of  public  credit,  but 
ecause  he  thought  when  the  Legislature 
nstituted  inquiries  into  the  transactions 
tf  individuals  carrying  on  business  accord- 
ng   to  the  law  of  the  land,  they  were 
)ound  to  take  care,  whilst  they  sought  the 
n formation   they  desired,    that    matters 
vhich  might  seriously  affect  the  interests 
>f  those  individuals  should  not  lightly  or 
needlessly  be  divulged.      He  wished  to 
press   that   point  particularly  upon   the 
House,  because  he  really  conceived  it  to 
be  of  very  great  importance.     If  the  in- 
quiry were  perfectly  open,  it  was  impos* 
sible   to  say  what  injury  might  not  be 
effected.     Suppose  on  any  one  day  of  the 
inquiry  that   evidence  were   tendered  to 
show  that  one  of  these  Joint-stock  Banks 
was  improperly  conducted,  that  its  affairs 
were  in  a  bad  state,  that  it  was  insolvent 
— what  could  be  so  unjust  as  to  allow  a 
da^s  examination  proving  the  case  against 
the  bank  to  go  out  to  the  world,  unless  it 
were  accompanied  with  what  the  bank 
could  say,  on  the  other  hand,  to  remove 
the   erroneous    impression    that    would 
otherwise  be  created.     Upon  this  ground, 
then,  he  repeated,  it  was  essential  that 
the  Committee  should  be  one  of  secrecy. 
He  thought  he  had  stated  enough  to  jus- 
tify the  Government  in  its  acquiescence  in 
this  motion.      He  hoped,  too,   that  his 
statement  had  been  made  in  such  a  man- 
ner, as  neither  inorout  of  the  House  to 
give  rise  to  the  slightest  apprehension  at 
the  course  proposed   to   be  taken.     He 
could  not  agree  with  his  hon.  Friend,  that 
the  present  rise  of  prices  was  wholly  to  be 
attributed    to   unsouud    and    illegitimate 
causes;  but,  at  the  same  time,  he  was 
perfectly  prepared  to  admit,  that  when  a 
V0L.XXXnL{2;^} 


general  rise  in  the  price  of  all  commodi- 
ties took  place,  it  became  the  duty  of  all 
engaged   in  the  management  of  money 
concerns  to  inquire  whether  that  general 
rise  of  price  took  place  entirely  from  na- 
tural and  legitimate  causes,  or  whether, 
with  much  that  was  natural  and  legiti- 
mate, there  might  not  be  mixed  up  causes 
of  a  totally  different  character.     For  his 
part,  he  believed  that  he  had  reason  to  be 
thankful  for  the  present  posture  of  affairs. 
He  had  stated  as  much  the  other  night, 
and  nothing  he  had  since  heard  had  in- 
duced him  to  alter  his  opinion.     Indeed, 
he  might  add,  that  taking  into  considera- 
tion the  future  consequences  of  present 
events,  it  was  possible  that  he  had  not  told 
the  whole  truth.     In  a  time  of  prosperity 
like  the  present,  inquiries  of  this  descrip- 
tion  might    be  entered   upon   with    the 
greatest  safety.     If  it  were  a  time  of  ap- 
prehension and  of  alarm — if  there  were 
reason  to  doubt  the  solvency  of  the  great 
bulk  of  these  banking  establishments,  then 
he  should  conceive  the  appointment  of  a 
Committee  of  this  kind  to  be  most  objec- 
tionable.    But,  believing  they  were  now 
in  a  condition  to  conduct  the  inquiry  with 
advantage,    he    was    disposed    to    con- 
cur  in   it.     If  it  had  the  effect  of  dis- 
couraging the  establishment  of  any  new 
banks  till  the  law,  were  improved,  or  of 
making  those  which  were  already  estab- 
lished to  increase  their  prudence  and  cau- 
tion, it  would  be  advantageous.     It  was 
just  and  right  that  Parliament  should  in- 
quire, in  order  to  legislate  with  caution  on 
this   important  question.       As  his    hon. 
Friend  consented  to  place  the  matter  in 
the  hands  of  the  responsible  Government, 
he  would,  perhaps,  to-morrow  name  such 
a  Committee  as  would  embrace  all  interests 
concerned,  and  develope  all  the  facts  ma- 
terial to  be  known  before  it.     He  would 
not  have  it  a  one-sided  inquiry,  to  support 
any  particular  theory ;    but  to  ascertain 
the  operation  of  the  present  law,  and 
whether    it  required  some    amendment, 
and  if  so,  what  that  amendment  should 
be.      He    trusted   that  such  an   inquiry 
could  have  none  but  the  happiest  effects. 
Mr.  O'Connell  said,  that  if  the  motion 
had  rested  solely  upon  the  speech  of  the 
hon.  Gentleman  who  brought  it  forward^ 
he  certainly,  for  one,  should  have  felt  it 
his  duty  to  have  divided  the  House  before 
he  gave  his  consent  to  it.     He  did  not 
, think  it  had  ever  hanpene<i  to  him  to  hear 
purer  principles  laicl  down,  as  governing 
2  F 


M7 


{COMMONS} 


^ 


a  great  caiif  niil  qoeitioB,  or  nther  he 
■Mild  nr,  ao  mmiif  principles  laid  down 
diaaelricallf  oppotite  to  tbe  end  in  new, 
as  he  had  bewd  that  ereoiog  frooi  the 
bon.  Member  for  the  Tower  Hamlets. 
But  of  the  oiMiTse  taken  b?  the  right  hoo. 
Gentleman,  tlie  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer^  he  was  disposed  to  approve.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  not  pledged 
himself  to  any  particular  opinion.  If  he 
differed  from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
at  all,  it  was  only  upon  this  point — that 
the  Committee  should  be  a  Committee  of 
secfecy.  But  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  stated  one  reason  in  faroar  of  the 
secrecy,  which  appeared  to  be  all-powerful 
with  the  House,  and  whidi  he  supposed 
would  induce  it  to  coincide  with  him ;  but 
the  hon.  Gentleman  opposite,  in  the  course 
of  his  long  speech,  had  stated  nothing  to 
make  out  his  case — had  positively  adduced 
no  eridence  whatever — had  put  forth  not 
the  shadow  of  an  argument,  to  show  that 
the  inquiry  for  which  he  moved  was 
necessary.  It  was  true  that  he  talked  a 
great  deal  of  the  failure  of  the  banks  in 
1795,  and  again  in  1826;  but  it  so  hap* 
pened  that  not  one  of  those  banks  were 
Joint-Stock  Banks,  and  consequently  their 
stability  or  instability,  at  any  particular 
periods,  had  no  reference  whatever  to  the 
subject  which  the  hon.  Gentleman  pro- 
fessed to  be  discussing.  All  the  banks 
that  stopped  payment  in  179^  ^^^  IS^G 
were  private  banks,  and  the  cause  of  their 
failure  was  sufficiently  obvious.  But 
whilst  the  hon.  Gentleman  spoke  at  so 
much  length  on  the  failure  of  the  English 
banks,  he  was  perfectly  cautious  not  to 
say  anything  about  the  banks  in  Scotland. 
In  the  year  1826,  when  the  English  banks 
were  fklline  to  the  ground,  in  every  di- 
rection, only  one  Scotch  bank  stopped 
payment,  and  that  only  for  a  short  time, 
afterwards  paving  QOs.  in  the  pound,  in 
discharge  of  all  claims  upon  it.  How  did 
this  happen  }  The  systems  of  banking  in 
the  two  countries  were  totally  different. 
In  the  one  cotintry,  in  a  moment  of  emer- 
gency, there  was  a  general  lireak-down  of  the 
banks ;  in  the  other,  with  the  single  ex- 
ception he  had  montione<l,  the  batiks  re- 
mained firm,  nnd  upheld  their  iTe<lit. 
How  was  it  that  this  circumstance  had 
escaped  the  observation  of  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman f  'i*hen,  af^ffin,  nothing  cntiKl  be 
more  ahsunl  than  the  argument  put  fur- 
ward  by  the  lion.  Cientlenian,  with  nspect 
to  limited  respemHibility.  It  wns  as  much 
as  to  say,  that  a  m»n  whu  risked  10/.    in 


a  apecahtioo   was  better  senritj  tk 
one  who  risked  his  whole  property.  Rvr 
sach  a  propoeitioo  cxmld  eats  into  ^t 
head  of  so  intelligent  a  Geatknan  a  tHe 
hon.  Member  for  the  Tower  Haniicutu 
to  him  perfectly  astonishing.    Tbe  K.t 
of  paid-op  capital  he  certainly  tboo:*^^' 1 
very  fit  subject  for  discussion ;  but  for .« 
reasons  stated  by  the  Chancellor  oi  t'f 
Exchequer,  he  should  abstain  from  t..  <; 
ing  upon  it  at  that  moment.    There  «••' 
one  point  upon   which    he  thought  t : 
Committee  would  stand  clear  frcai   < 
species  of  difficulty,  and  that  was,  a' ' 
the  propriety  of  giving  complete  po^'"'; 
to  the  accounts  of  these  banking  esUl>  ^ 
ments.     The  public  had  a  right  (0  kr.« 
every  thing.     No  man  should  engage  e 
business  of  that  descriptioD»  anleas  k  f 
prepared  at  all  times  to  make  known" 
amount  of  his  assets  and  of  his  liabilir 
He   thought  publicity  perfectly  oece» " 
— it  would  give  additional  stability  to  li^ 
banks  who  were  enabled  to  givc^^ 
curity,  whilst,  on  the  other  hand,  itvi^ 
prevent  the  public  from  being  dece- 
and  defrauded  by  those  who  could  z""- 
no  security.     He  believed,  that  »bc^ 
there  would  not  be  a  single  private  ia* 
in  the  country.    The  system  of  bank '. 
was  such  as  left  little  doubt  in  his  m  ^ 
that  the  whole  of  it  would  very  so<«  ' 
done  by  Joint-stock  Banks.  Whether  id- 
House  they  could  rightly  becalledcam'^ 
doctors  or  not,  no  man  could  deny,  t^^^ ' 
the  circulating  medium  had  increased  "r' 
had   had  periods  of  prosperity.     ^  ' 
1 826  to  1 835,  the  circulating  rowiiom  v 
been  exceedingly  limited.     Gold  did^ 
afford  a  sufficiently  abundant  or  sutn' 
enlly  rapid  medinm  of  circulatiofl  '" 
country  like  England.     Where  there  ff?*^ 
such  extensive  commercial  and  man"'"* 
turing   transactions,   it   was  neccssa^ 
have    cheap    instruments    wherevttn  > 
work  exchanges;    and    wherever  ^f^'- 
instruments  could   he  employed  v'^^' 
danger  to  the  pnblic,  they  ought  to  ^ 
resorted  to.     The  prosperity  of  s  ?|';* 
mercantile  country  was  always  f^'""'  ^ 
be  in  proportion  to  the  quasti^V  ^^;' 
ci  renin  ting  medium.     If,  therefore,  ^^) ', 
establishment    of  Joint-stock  Bj"^**'  ' 
circulating  meilium  of  this  rount^  ^'' 
be  increased  with  siifery  to  the  p*'^'''^  ' 
prosperity  of  all  clashes  of  the  com ff*" 
would  be  infinitely  increased.    If  *"*'' 
result  should   fallow  the  appointai^i' 
ihisComniiitee,  it  would  afford  hifou'^^^'''' 
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tioD.  He  was  glad  to  learn  from 
/hancellor  cf  the  Exchequer  that  the 
n  it  tee  was  not  to  be  composed  exclu- 
r  of  gentlemen  who  took  anyone  par- 
tr  view   upon  the  subject  of  banking 

the  currency.  He  trusted  that  they 
d  ponder  well  before  they  suggested 
ilterntions  that  might  involve  an  ex- 
ve  change  in  the  medium  of  circu- 
1 — for  be  had  seen  more  families 
dy  more  persons  reduced  from  hup- 
(s  and  comfort  to  a  state  of  misery 
starvation,  more  social  mischief  pro- 
d  in  licland,  than  almost  ever  occur- 
in  France  at  any  period  of  the  revo- 
n,  and  all  from  a  sudden  change  in 
nedium  of  circulation.  The  very  re- 
i  which  showed  that  the  English 
urers  were  better  off  after  the  change 
\e  currency  than  they  were  before,  at 

same  time  proved  that  the  Irish 
an  try  were  reduced  by  it  to  an  infi- 
ly  worse  condition.  Whatever  the 
:*t  of  the  change  in  England  might  be, 
jeland  it  worked  nothing  but  mis- 
f.  But  from  the  establishment  of  the 
vincial  Bank  in  that  country  up  to 
present  moment,  there  had  been  an 
rovement.  The  present  year  was  the 
.  that  the  Irish  agriculturists  had  known 
a  long  time  past  He  was  glad  to  find 
t  there  was  a  disposition  to  come  to 
consideration  of  this  question  without 
t  or  rancour.  He  was  the  bet  e  pleased 
h  it,  because  on  former  occasions  he 
1  observed  a  sort  of  bigotry  in  the 
use  on  the  subject  of  the  currency.  He 
irely  agreed  with  the  Chancellor  of  the 
chequer  as  to  the  inexpediency  and  im- 
priety  of  entering  into  any  discussion 

the  subject  at  the  present   moment, 
1  he  hoped  that  he  had  said  no  more 
n  was  consistent  with  that  view. 
Mr.  Ghhome  did  not  intend  to  enter 

0  any  discussion  of  the  general  question, 
did  not  intend  to  object  to  the  appoint- 

nt  of  the  Committee,  although  he  con- 
sed  he  could  not  look  at  the  proposition 
ihe  hoD.  Member  for  the  Tower  Ham- 
s  without  some  feeling  of  suspicion. 
is  feeling,  however,  had  been  greatly 
eviated  by  the  speech  of  the  right  hon. 
•ntleman,  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
cquer.  The  main  object  he  had  in 
iiig  was  to  say,   that  having  himself 

1  en  notice  of  a  motion  having  reference 

this  subject,  as  the  Conimiitee  for  which 

e  hon.  Member  for  the  Tower  Hamlets 

oved  was  oot  to  be  appointed  that  day, 


he  (Mr.  Oisborne)  would  consent  to  put 
off  the  motion  of  which  he  had  given 
notice  until  that  Committee  was  appointed, 
upon  the  understanding  that  his  right  hon. 
Friend,  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
would  then  allow  him  to  bring  it  forward. 

Mr.  Richards  agreed  with  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  Tower  Hamlets  that  this 
was  a  subject  of  the  greatest  magnitude, 
and  he  should  have  been  much  better 
pleased  if  the  Government  had  come  down 
to  the  House  with  some  well-digested  plan, 
in  order  to  cure  any  evils  that  might  be 
incident  to  Joint.stock  Banks,  instead  of 
sanctioning  this  motion  for  a  Committee, 
and  he  could  not  help  suspecting  that 
there  was  some  understanding  between 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  and  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  Tower  Hamlets,  as  to  the 
latter  bringing  forward  this  proposition. 
He  regarded  it  substantially  as  a  motion 
on  the  part  of  the  Government.  But  he 
could  not  refiain  from  observing  that 
Joint-stock  Banks,  in  1826,  were  instituted 
almost  upon  the  sole  recommendation  of 
the  Government  of  that  day.  In  reference 
to  the  motion  before  the  House,  the  hon. 
Gentleman  had  stated  many  grounds  for 
granting  his  motion,  but  he  had  not  given 
the  House  one  single  proof  of  any  evil 
that  had  arisen  from  Joint-stock  Banks. 
There  had  not  been  a  single  failure  for  the 
ten  years  during  which  they  had  existed. 
That  fact  of  itself  ought  to  make  the 
House  approach  the  subject  with  consider- 
able caution.  The  hon.  Gentleman  seemed 
to  have  some  dreadful  apprehension  haunt- 
ing his  mind,  as  to  the  possibility  of  evil. 
He  had  said,  that  such  a  state  of  things 
might  arise  as  to  make  the  operations  of 
these  banks  dangerous.  He  was  quite 
aware  that  a  bad  harvest  might  cause 
the  exchanges  to  turn  against  this  country, 
create  a  general  alarm  on  the  public 
mind,  and  occasion  an  eftect  upon  the 
currency  which  might  lead  to  great  in- 
dividual and  general  distress.  But  was 
that  an  objection  to  Joint-stock  Banks  ? 
Unquestionably  not.  True  it  was,  that 
there  was  danger  attending  these  banks ; 
but  there  was  also  danger  arising  from 
the  use  of  the  steam-engine;  but  surely 
that  was  no  argument  why  steam-engines 
should  not  be  used.  He  much  approved 
of  the  language  of  caution  used  by  the 
Ciianrellor  of  the  Exchequer.  Nothing 
could  be  more  guarded,  more  prudent,  or 
more  statesmanlike.  Still  he  thought 
the  Government  ought  to  have  proposed 
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He  was  glad  to  learn  from 
the  Chancellor  cf  the  Exchequer  that  the 
Coninietee  was  not  to  be  con  posed  exdu- 
si^y  of  geDtlemen  who  took  any  one  par- 
tksalar  view  upon  the  subject  of  hanking 
or  of  ihe  currency.  He  trusted  that  they 
would  ponder  well  before  they  suggested 
any  alterations  that  might  involve  an  ex- 
tensive change  in  the  niediuin  of  circu- 
lation— ^for  he  had  seen  more  families 
ruined,  more  persons  reduced  from  hap- 
piness and  comfort  to  a  state  of  misery 
and  starvation,  more  social  mischief  pro- 
duced in  liclaitd,  than  almost  ever  occur- 
red in  France  at  any  period  of  the  revo- 
lution, and  all  from  a  sudden  change  in 
the  medium  of  circulation.  The  very  re- 
ports which  showed  that  the  English 
labourers  were  better  off  after  the  change 
of  the  currency  than  they  were  before,  at 
tlie  same  time  proved  that  the  lri»h 
peasantry  were  reduced  by  it  to  an  infi- 
nitely worse  condition.  Whatever  the 
effect  of  the  change  in  England  might  be, 
in  Irebmd  it  worked  nothing  bat  mis- 
chief. But  from  the  establishosent  of  the 
Provincial  Bank  in  that  country  np  to 
tlie  present  moment,  there  bad  been  an 
improvement.  T^e  present  year  was  the 
heal  cliat  the  Irish  agriculturists  had  known 
Ibv  a  long  tine  past  He  was  glad  to  find 
th  al  there  was  a  disposition  to  come  to 
le  consideration  of  this  question  without 
or  rancoor.  He  was  the  bet  e  pleased 
it,  because  on  former  occasions  he 
obsenred  a  sort  of  bigotry  in  the 
on  the  sobject  of  the  currency.  He 
'ith  the  Chance lU>r  of  the 
as  to  the  ineipedieney  and  im* 
of  emering  into  any  dtseuMion 
ibjed  at  the  present  motueut, 
»ped  that  be  hstd  said  no  more 
It  with  that  view, 
did  not  intend  fo  ent^r 
of  tlae  general  quffstion. 
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he  (Mr.  Otsfaorne)  would  consent  to  pat 
off  the  motion  of  which  he  had  given 
notice  until  that  Committee  was  appointed, 
upon  the  understanding  that  his  right  hon. 
Friend,  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
would  then  allow  him  to  bring  it  forward. 

Mr.  Eickards  agreed  with  the  hon. 
Miniber  for  the  Tower  Hamlets  that  this 
was  a  subject  of  the  greatest  magnitude, 
Hud  he  should  have  been  much  better 
pleased  if  the  Government  had  come  down 
to  the  House  with  some  well-digested  plan, 
in  order  to  cure  any  evils  that  might  be 
incident  to  Joint.stock  Banks,  instead  of 
sanctioning  this  motion  for  a  Committee, 
and  he  could  not  help  suspecting  that 
there  was  some  understanding  between 
the  right  hon.  Gentlemau  and  the  hon. 
Meoibcr  for  the  Tower  Hamlets,  as  to  the 
latter  bringing  forward  this  proposition. 
He  regarded  it  substantially  as  a  motion 
on  the  part  of  the  Government.  But  be 
could  not  refiain  from  observing  that 
Joint-stock  Banks,  in  182G,werc  instituted 
almost  upon  the  sole  recommendation  of 
the  Government  of  that  day.  In  reference 
to  the  motion  before  the  House*  the  hon. 
Gentleman  bad  stated  many  grounds  for 
granting  his  motion,  but  be  bad  not  given 
the  House  one  single  proof  of  any  evil 
that  bad  arisen  from  Joint'Stock  Banks. 
There  had  not  been  a  single  failure  for  the 
ieti  years  during  which  they  had  existed. 
That  fact  of  itself  ought  to  make  the 
Hou^e  approach  the  subject  with  consider* 
able  caution,  llie  bon«  Gentleman  seemed 
to  have  some  dreadful  apprehension  haunt' 
iiig  his  mind,  as  Uf  the  fXMSibdity  of  <;viL 
He  had  said,  that  such  a  state  of  things 
might  arise  as  to  make  tbe  operations  of 
ttieie  banks  dangerous*  He  was  quite 
aware  tliat  a  bad  ftiarvevt  m'tfhi  cmif^ 
ihe  exchanges  to  tttrn  against  tfats  country, 
crt'-Aite  a  general  alarm  on  tlie  pubUe 
mmd^  atid  oe<'as«on  an  etf«ct  upon  lbs 
vwretitif  whv:u  aui^bt  Itrad  to  gt4Mlt  tn^ 
dtftidu^f  and  geneial  dMtreM^  Hiti  was 
ttiat  an  <Ajyifi0ii(m  to  ioitiViHKH:k  Banks  1^ 
L  u^tM-^'ifHtui/iy  not>  1'rue  k  was,  thai 
't,e«e  »M  csntip^  attending  tli«M^  bai^ksi 
*/vf   iUre  was  uU^  danj^^i^r  ari*iMg  fiMu 
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a  mciuare,  on  their  own  responsibility,  and 
not  to  have  sheltered  themselves  behind  a 
Committee.  There  might  be  indivtdaal 
cases  of  miscondact  on  the  part  of  these 
banks;  bnt  that  sort  of  thing  would  cor- 
rect itself.  What  won  Id  be  thought  of  a 
motion  for  a  Committee  to  inquire  con- 
cerning the  best  mode  in  which  merchants 
might  generally  rarry  on  their  operations? 


had  not  any  reference  whateTer  to  th^ 
subject  now  under  coosideratioo.  He  was 
asking  the  right  hon.  GentleiDaD  a  qoes. 
tion  which  deeply  interested  a  portioa  of 
his  constituents  as  to  what  was  the  inten* 
tion  with  respect  to  allowing  a  drawback 
of  duty  on  paper. 

Mr.  Hume  said,  the  speech  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Knaresborough,  showed  how 


The  merchants  would  laugh  at  it,  and  say  j  ji^cult  it  was  for  any  Minister  to  steer 
It  was  a  busy,  meddlmg,  impertinent  in-  ;  j^-^  ^^^^  satisfactorilv.  It  appeared  to 
terference.  Now  he  would  t  *kc  the :  ^jj^  ^^^  Majesty's  Government  had  acted 
liberty  of  warning  the  nglit  hon.  Gentle-  I  rightly  in  taking  upon  themselves  the 
roan  how  he  dealt  with  this  subject.  A  '  appointment  of  the  Committee  rather  than 
mighty    power    had    arisen,    whith    was  :  leave  it  to  an  individual  who  might  possibly 


beneficial  to  the  public,  and  which  had 
set  in  motion  a  vast  quantity  of  industry. 
A  flattering  statement  was  made  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  other  ni^ht  of 
the  state  of  the  revenue.  He  could  tell 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  that,  in  a  great 


have  selected  persons  entertaining  errone- 
ous opinions  on  the  subject  of  the  cur- 
rency, which  might  have  led  to  most  dis- 
asterous  results.  The  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  would  now  be  responsible  as  to 
the  individuals  composing  the  Committee. 


measure,  he  might  thank  the  Joint-stock  |  He  did  not  think  the  hon.  Member  for 
Banks  for  his  being  able  to  make  that !  Knaresborough  had  spoken  in  the  manner 
statement.  He  for  one  protested  against !  he  ought  to  have  done,  when  he  said,  that 
the  appointment  of  a  packed  Committee,  this  was  an  understanding  between  the 
with  a  view  to  obtain  the  sanction  of  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  and  the  hon. 
this  House  to  a  preconceived  set  of '  Member  for  the  Tower  Hamlets;  as  if  the 
measures,  which  Gentlemen  might  pos-  j  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  required  the 
sibly  contemplate.  He  could  not  conceal  ,  aid  of  any  individual  to  bring  forward 
the  suspicion  he  entertained,  that  the  !  such  a  motion.  He,  at  the  same  time. 
Bank  of  England— and  that  suspicion  was  \  wished  to  hold  himself  free  from  the 
by  no  means  diminished  on  viewing  the  \  opinions  expressed  by  his  hon.  Friend,  the 
very  near  connexion  that  exists  between  j  ^^cmber  for  the  Tower  Hamlets.  He  did 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  and  the  hon.  ;  n«t '^^^e^e  ^^a*^  the  Joint-stock  banks  had 
Member  for  the  city  of  London  at  this  produced  any  surplus  of  paper  money  what- 
very  moment,  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex-  ?^«^-  ^®  ^^  prepared  to  show  that  the 
cheqoer  was  in  close  conversation  with  I  increased  production  of  thw  country  m 
Mr.  Pattison,  the  governor  of  the  Bank,  "^^"^«^^^^^^^  alone,  was  upwards  of 
and  one  of  the  Members  for  the  metro-  ip^OOO>?00/.,  whde  theincrease  of  paper 
polis.  He  did  entertains  distrust  lest  a  circukuon  was  only  1,000,000/. ;  and  tliis 
feeling  of  jealousy   on    the  part  of  the  I  r\ -'^"^'"^  ^^  ii'^'' J'^"^   7^^    "i 

Directors  of  the  Bank  of  England,  who,  1  ^^"^*"«'  f''''^  "^  w'^  .1,  '"''"" L  ""-^^ 
-        ,,      .  I   t_     •  r  *.L     1  •  A    '  an   extent   as  enabled  the  country,  with 

from  the  increased  business  of  the  Joint-  ;  ^^^  ^^^  ^^^j  ^^  circulation,  to  trans- 
stock  Banks  had  found  their  own  business  !  ^^  ^  g^eat  deal  more  business  than  under 
decline,   might   not  have   influenced  the  •  ^|,^  ^f^  ^^^^^^^      vyj^^^  1^^  ^^j^^^j  ^  ^ 

right  hon  Gentleman  in  acceding  to  the  changed,  or  at  all  events  inquireil  into,  as 
motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for  the  Tower    ^^  ^j^^    ^^^^  ^^^^^  ^f  ^^^  currency  was. 


Hamlets.  He  for  one,  believed  that  that 
hon.  Member  had  been  (to  use  a  common 
expression)  set  on  by  the  Government; 
and  he  viewed  the  appointment  of  this 
Committee  with  the  greatest  possible  jea- 
lousy, believing,  as  he  did,  that  it  would 
consist  of  men  high,  no  doubt,  in  station, 
but,  generally  speaking,  not  men  of  practi. 
cal  experience  in  commercial  affairs. 

Mr.  Paitison  assured  the  House,  that  the 
conversation  which  had  just  passed  between 


the  working  of  the  clause  which  was  in- 
serted by  Lord  Althorp  in  the  Bank 
Charter,  which  enabled  countrv  banks  to 
pay  their  notes  in  Bank  of  England  paper 
instead  of  gold.  His  wish  was,  that  bank 
notes  should  be  convertible  into  gold  on 
demand.  That  was  the  best  security 
against  evil  arising  from  over  issues;  and 
was  the  only  check  that  could  be  applied 
to  it.  He  thought  he  could  show  that  it 
was   impossible   to  issue   too  much  paper 


him  and  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  I  money,  if  it  were  thus  made  convertible 
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into  gold  on  demand.  Indeed  be  believed 
that  great  delusion  existed  in  the  country 
with  regard  to  the  cfTect  of  prices  on  the 
eurrencj.  His  opinion  wa^^  that  the  quan- 
tity of  money  depended  on  the  rise  of 
prices;  and  that  the  rise  of  prices  did 
not  depend  on  the  quantity  of  money.  He 
held  the  prevailing  doctrine  to  be  ex. 
tremely  erroneous  on  this  point  The 
currency  doctors  he  knew  differed  from 
him;  but  there  never  had  been  a  fair 
opportunity  of  demonstrating  the  truth  of 
his  iwsitions.  Whether  the  result  of  the 
labours  of  this  Committee  would  do  so  he 
could  not  tell.  Before  he  sat  down^  he 
begged  to  propose^  as  an  addition  to  the 
motion  now  before  the  House,  that  the 
Committee  should  be  instructed  to  inquire 
into  the  effect  of  the  clause  introduced 
into  the  Charter  of  the  Bank  of  England, 
by  which  country  bankers  were  held  to 
have  satisfied  their  engagements  by  paying 
them  in  Bank  of  England  paper. 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
thought,  by  adopting  the  proposition  of 
his  hon.  Friend,  they  would  be  embarrass- 
ing the  proposed  inquiry  with  a  subject 
wliich  did  not  naturally  belong  to  it.  He 
was  willing  to  inquire  into  the  operation 
of  Joint-stock  banks.  That  was  an  import- 
ant subject,  and  was  quite  enough  to 
occupy  the  Select  Conimittee.  He  could 
assure  the  hon.  Member  for  Knarcslx)- 
rough,  that  he  had  not  the  sMghtest  notion 
that  the  hon.  Member  for  the  Tower 
Hamlets  intended  to  make  this  motion  un- 
til he  saw  it  on  the  order  book. 

Mr.  Cay  let/  agreed  in  opinion  with 
those  who  thought  the  hon.  Member  for 
the  Tower  Hamlets  had  failed  in  showing 
any  cause  for  this  Committee.  But  look- 
ing at  the  subject  in  the  point  of  view  in 
which  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
had  put  it,  he  was  not  opposed  to  the 
motion.  If  the  subject  would  bear  the 
light,  then  the  present  state  of  things 
ought  to  stand ;  if  it  would  not  bear  the 
light  then  it  ought  not  to  stand.  But  he 
protested  against  the  notion  that  Joint- 
stock  banks  were  at  the  bottom  of  our 
present  position.  In  his  opinion  this  Com- 
mittee was  brought  forward  with  a  view 
of  tampering  with  the  currency.  He  was 
frequently  accused  of  a  wish  to  tamper 
with  the  currency ;  no  one,  however,  was 
more  averse  to  tampering  with  the  cur- 
rency than  he  was ;  because  that  under- 
mined all  the  engagements  of  society. 
What  he  desired  was,  to  have  such. a  well- 
regulated  standard  as  would  not  require 
Iho  f]:e^uent  tam|>ering  with  the  correncjr^ 


which  the  existing  standard  had  required. 
Since  the  preparations  for,  and  the  estab* 
lishment  of,  [the  standard  in  1810  they 
had  always  been  tampering  with  the  cur« 
rency.  They  tampered  in  1815,  again  in 
1816—1817;  again  in  1819;  again  in 
1822 ;  again  in  1826;  again  in  1829,  when 
one  pound  notes  were  withdrawn.  Again 
in  1833,  when  the  legal-tender  clause 
was  introduced  into  the  Bank  Charter 
Act,  and  now  the  Joint-stock  banks  were 
to  be  regulated,  or  rather  put  under,  the 
screw,  so  that  they  could  not  issue  so 
much  paper  as  before.  All  these  changes ; 
all  these  tamperings — had  taken  place 
with  the  view  of  propping  up  the  unsuit- 
able and  iniquitous  standard  of  1819* 
Talk  of  the  Joint-stock  banks — talk  of  the 
signs  of  the  times — what  were  they  ? 
Why  simply,  that  more  paper  had  lately 
been  issued — ^prices  were  rising,  in  con- 
sequence— this  rise  in  prices  according  to 
the  gold  standard  price  of  1819?  must 
drive  the  gold  abroad,  then  the  paper  would 
be  reduced,  and  then  prices  must  fall, 
and  adversity  be  restored.  The  fact  was, 
as  he  had  often  stated,  that  good  prices 
were  often  requisite,  under  our  heavy 
engagements  to  prosperity,  and  good 
prices  were  incompatible  with  our  standard 
of  value,  with  Mr.  Peel's  Bill  of  I8I9. 
There  would  soon  be  again  a  struggle  with 
the  standards  as  there  was  in  1825.  The 
symptoms  might  vary,  but  the  disease 
would  be  the  same ;  already  the  gold  was 
beginning  to  leave  the  country.  He  agreed 
in  much  that  had  fallen  from  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Dublin,  but  he  totally 
disagreed  with  that  part  which  related  to 
the  conduct  of  private  banks  in  1825.  All 
the  blame  of  tliat  panic  was  visited  on  the 
country  banks  and  one  pound  notes.  They 
were  made  the  victims  of  the  ignorance  of 
the  Government,  and  its  co-operation 
with  the  Bank  of  England.  In  1822  the 
Government  had  stimulated  a  larger  issue 
of  paper,  with  the  avowed  object  of  re- 
storing prosperity;  the  prices  of  1824 
and  1825,  were  attributable  to  this  paper 
issue ;  but  gold  remaining  low  in  price,  by 
the  Act  of  181 9,  while  all  other  things 
rose,  was  drained  from  the  Bank,  and  the 
Bank  drew  in  its  circulation,  and  caused 
the  fall  in  price,  and  then  gold  could  not 
be  had  in  sufficient  quantity,  and  rapidly 
enough.  And  this  it  was  which  caused 
the  panic,  and  the  country  banks  to  stop 
payment ;  though  they  ultimately,  at  least 
sixty  out  of  seventy,  paid  twenty  shillings 
in  the  pound.  A  victim,  however,  w^" 
^  wautiog  f^r  tho  errors  of  Govemmnr 
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the  Bauk  of  Eiigliind,  ami  a  victim  wmt 
fciund  in  the  country  ImiiLk  and  tlio  one* 
pound  notofff  and  the  JuinUitook  bunkii  were 
patrunlaed  in  their  place.  He  wot  much 
miittakon,  if  the  prevent  motion  wa«  not 

EreDarutory  to  making  the  Joint-stock 
AttKi  the  Tictims  of  the  crisisi  which  every 
reflecting  man  was  exnccting.  But  that 
crisii,  Which  would  be  hastened  by  a  defu 
cient  harvest  and  the  importation  of  Fo- 
reign corn,  or  by  a  Foreign  loaiii  would  lie 
attributable  not  to  the  Joint^tock  banks, 
which  havci  oa  yet,  fully  answered  the 
intention  of  their  creation,  but  to  the  Act 
of  18 19,  which  made  a  rise  of  prices  und 
general  prosperity  impracticable  with  the 
preservation  of  the  standard.  The  Uouh' 
must  choose  between    the   standard   und 


iMtik  noti^  under  5/.  By  an  adherence  to 
these  principles  tbey  would  do  more  to  re* 
drei4  any  evils  of  the  banking  syatew  iImd 
bv  any  other  course  that  could  be  purtued* 
lie  must  say»  understanding  the  obloquy 
that  had  been  cast  n|Mm  the  Bill  of  1819> 
that  the  right  hon.  Baronet  the  Membor 
for  Tamwurih,  had  he  no  other  claims  to 
public  eratitude^  had  by  that  measure  alone 
raised  his  fame  upon  a  certain  and  sure 
pedestal.  He  was  persuaded  that  manv 
U  ncfits  which  the  country  now  enjoyecl* 
such  as  diminished  pauperism,  fewer  cusea 
of  insolvency,  and  a  more  stable  aystem 
of  commerce,  were  to  be  attributed  to  that 
measure.  He  could  not  refrain  from  ob. 
serving,  that  should  any  money  crisis  arrive 
— und  it  was  always  possible  in  a  grcAt 


pros|)erityf  but  it  could  not  have  In^th. )  commercial  nation  like  this  to  happen— he 
On  this  account  he  had  always  advoiiited  i  foresaw  that  the  Minister  of  the  Crown 
an  alteration  of  the  standard,  lie  wished  |  would  be  subject  to  a  prewure,  aiising 
to  ascertain  what  rate  of  prices  would  give  from  the  present  state  of  the  baiiking  in 
general  prosperity,  and  then  to  strike  the  !  this  coutitrv,  to  which  no  Minister  nad 
standard  at  that  |Miint,  which  wouM  pre  1  ever  hitherto  been  Kubjected.  It  would 
serve  those  prices,  without  the  gold  leav-  ;  not  Ik;  confineii  to  the  ttrrangement  between 
ing  the  country.  His  hon.  Friend,  the  '  the  (tuverninent  and  the  Hank  of  England  ; 
Member  for  Whitehaven,  stated  truly  the  1  hut  the  Minister  would  be  assailed  by  Joint 
other  night,  that  there  was  one  part  of '  hUkV  bunks  from  ull  iHirts  of  the  ccmntry, 
the  nresent  pros|>erity  in  manufactures  '  backed  by  the  most  jKiwerful^imrt  of  the 
which  hud  a  solid  foundation,  and  one  •  ctuislitueney  of  the  towns  in  which  those 
only,   namely,  "  that  which   rests  on  tlie  I  banks  were  establisheil.     8ueh  a  pressure 


industry,  the  energies,  the  enterptive  of 
the  people  of  this  coimtry,"  which  laws, 
the  most  blighting  to  induntry,  had  prtwed 
insufficient  to  tame  and  sulxlue*     The  rest 


would  retpiire  great  lirmness  on  the  part  of 
the  MiniMer  to  ivsist  what  he  (Mr.  Forster) 
uutici puled  would  be  their  retjucst.  But 
he   trusted  I  he  Finance    M  in  inter  of  this 


of  the  prosperity  waR  btuied  on  an  incrousiHl    iHiuntry  would  always  have  that  iirmness. 
issue  of  |Mper,  and  that  increased  issue  was    It  was  reported  of  .Mr.   HuskiKSim,  when 


unmile  and  incompatible  with  the  present 
staudanl  of  value,  which,  from  the  i-onlis. 
cation  of  property  it  hail  cuuscd,  and  from 
ita  cramping  edicts  on  industry,  had  seared 
the  lK\st  uilections  of  the  paivnt  towards 
his  child«~had  turned  into  a  cun«e  the 
botintiful  gifts  of  Providence — and  had 
made  the  late  peace  a  tenfold  gn^ater  cala* 
mitpr  than  tl^e  savdgest  horrora  of  the  war 
which  had  precedinl  it. 

Mr.  lorjticr  Iwro  his  testimony  to  the 
extensive  information,  accurate  statement* 
and  spirit  of  catuhmr  which  pervadtMl  the 
speei^h  of  the  hon.  Member  for  the  Tower 
Hamlets.  He  thought,  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  having  acceded  to  the  ai)* 
pointment  of  this  Committee,  that  It  could 
not  fail  to  do  good.  The  l>est  corn^ctive  of 
the  evils,  whether  belonging  to  private  or 
public  banking,  wan  a  strict  adherence  to 
the  laws  now  regulating  our  currency, 
namely,  the  maintenance  of  the  standard, 
and  the  principle  of  ctmvcrtibility  with  re- 
gard to  iU  iMUMii  ittd  the  p{uhibit4oa  of 


the  Bunk  of  F.nglund  unked  him  ff>r  ailviec 
at  a  moment  when  they  were  tn  a  predica- 
ment for  want  of  g<dd,  that  he  advised 
them  to  put  a  notice  on  their  diKin  to  this 
eflcct — •*  dosed,  waiting  a  supply  of  gold/' 
Thut  wa^  juht  such  an  answer  us  a  Minbter 
of  1'^ngi.uid  ougltt  to  have  given*  Hud 
Mr.  Fitt  given  that  answer  in  17<)7#  most 
of  those  evils  which  had  arincn  fr<»m  the 
{lap^'r  Hystem,  and  the  non-convertibility  of 

Jrnper  into  fftdd,  would  have  been  prevented. 
;)ut  Mr.  Fitt  was  cx|iosed  to  the  influonco 
of  circumstances  tix)  iKiwerful  for  him  to 
control  or  to  resist.  1  he  present  Minister 
had  no  such  circumstaneea  to  contend  with ; 
and  he  tnisted  that  whenever  he  should  bo 
nssaile<l  his  answer  would  be—'*  You  gon- 
tiemen  paper  makers,  if  you  have  brought 
yourselves  into  a  scrape  by  the  unduo 
issuing  of  paper  money,  you  must  trust  to 
vnur  own  resources  to  extricate  you  from 
It  ,*  for  I  cannot  give  ymi  relief.*'  He  felt 
so  strongly  on  this  suiyeet  thai  he  slMmld 
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ing  that  any  one  who  should  udvinc  hu 
Mi^esty  to  iMue  an  order  of  council  depriv- 
ing any  of  hi«  luhjects  of  their  right  to 
recover  their  debts  m  the  lawful  money  of 
the  realm,  was  deserving  of  impeachment* 

Mn  Handle^  could  not  allow  this  dis- 
cussion to  close  without  entering  his  solemn 
protast  against  this  Committee  as  unneces- 
•ary,  uncalled  for,  and  calculated  to  check 
that  return  to  a  state  of  prosperity  which 
the  agricultural  interest  was  now  making. 
In  1825  Joint-stock  banks  were  admitted  on 
all  hands  to  bo  the  panacea  for  the  evils  of 
the  eountryi  they  tnen  received  the  stmc- 
tion  of  Parliament  in  that  beliefi  and  he 
now  asked  whether  any  injury  had  arisen 
from  them;  or  whether  any  proceedings 
had  occurred  which  at  all  called  for  this 
interference^  and  from  which  he  anticipated 
great  and  grievous  conseouences  ? 

Mr.  Ptate  thought  tnc  Committee  re* 
commended  itself.  It  ought  to  be  the  wish 
of  the  Joint-stock  banks  themitclvcs  to  insti- 
tute this  inquiry;  for  a  prejudice  hud 
sprung  up  respecting  them  which  was  per- 
fectly unfounded.  A  court  of  inquiry,  con- 
stituted of  impartial  Members  of  that 
HouBe>  would  do  good  by  giving  encou- 
nigement  and  a  pro})er  development  of  the 
sound  principle  on  which  Joint-ntock  banks 
were  established,  and  of  retarding  everv- 
tlung  that  could  throw  a  doubt  on  the 
responsibility  and  rcsj^ectability  of  those 
banks. 

Mr.  Ilatvcs  hoped  the  suggestion  of  the 
hon*  Mumbcr  for  Middlesex  would  be 
adopted.  If  there  was  any  evil  at  nil 
arising  from  nn  increase  and  fluctuation  of 
the  circulating  medium,  it  was  to  the 
clause  in  the  Uank  charter  alone  that  it 
was  to  be  attributed.  With  reference  to 
the  state  of  the  c(mntry  he  would  mention 
one  fact.  Ho  believed  that  there  never 
was  a  time  when  the  amount  of  bad  debts 
iu  trade  was  so  small  i  or  when  there  was 
flo  little  artificial  paper  in  circulation  as 
now. 

Mr.  Poulcit  Thomson  said,  his  hon. 
Friend  misapprehended  the  object  of  this 
Committee  if  he  supposed  it  was  to  in- 
quire into  the  fluctuating  amount  of  the 
circulating  medium  in  the  country.  The 
otjeet  of  toe  Committee  was,  as  it  had  been 
atated  by  his  right  hon.  Friend,  to  inquire 
into  the  principles  on  which  Joint-stock 
banks  were  conducted,  with  a  view  to  ai* 
certain  whether  it  were  advuable  to  intro- 
duce anv  amendment  in  the  Act  upon 
which  those  banks  were  established,  or  to 
inter&re  in  any  way,  so  far  as  the  legisla- 
tuco  wat  ooncarnedi  ai  well  fur  the  purpose 


of  removing  any  prejudice  which  migh^ 
exist  against  these  banks,  as  to  prevent  any 
bad  consequences  arising  from  improper 
speculation  on  their  part.  But  that  had 
nothing  to  do  with  the  other  part  of  the 
subject.  When  his  hon.  Friend  recollected 
the  grounds  upon  which  the  clause  in  tho 
Bank  charter  was  hiserted,  he  would  clearly 
perceive  that  it  could  not  form  a  proper 
subject  of  inquiry  before  the  proposed 
Committee.  Tnat  privilege  was  accorded 
to  the  Bank  of  Englond  simply  on  the 
ground  that  it  was  advisable  to  enable 
bankers  in  the  country  to  pay  their  liabili- 
tiLS  in  the  paper  of  the  Bank  of  England, 
in  order  to  do — what  ?  In  order  to  avoid 
that  drain  upon  tho  Bank  of  England 
which  in  a  moment  of  temporary  crisis 
might  withdraw  a  arcat  deal  of  gold  from 
its  coifers,  as  was  u)und  to  be  the  cose  in 
tho  year  1  H'Zry.i) ;  which  gold  went  out  of  the 
country,  and,  of  course,  greatly  diminished 
the  resources  of  tho  Bank  of  England,  and 
impaired  the  security  to  the  public  for  the 
piiyuient  of  the  notes  of  that  establishment. 
Therefore  he  should  say,  supposing  it  was 
advisable  to  make  an  inquiry  at  any  time 
as  to  the  effect  of  that  clause,  they  had  no 
grounds  now  for  such  inuuiry,  because  tho 
circumstances  under  which  the  advantages 
or  disud  van  luges  of  that  privilege  could  be 
tested  had  not  arisen.  But  he  should 
object  to  the  introduction  of  the  question 
now,  as  1)cing  entirely  inconsistent  with 
the  object  of  tho  formation  of  this  Com- 
mittee. 

Mr.  Warhurton  said,  that  a  question  had 
been  raised  as  to  whether  or  not  the  es- 
tablishment of  Joinl.Ktock  Banks  had  raised 
the  prices,  and  it  had  also  been  insinuated 
that  the  change  of  the  currency  had  had  an 
efTcct  on  tho  prices.  On  that  account  ho 
considered  the  amendment  should  l)c  adopted. 
It  was  not  to  be  an  inauiry  whether  or  not 
Joint-stock  Banks  had  sufficient  means  to 
meet  their  responsibilities,- it  was  to  inquire 
into  the  increase  of  the  currency ;  and  that 
could  not  be  done  without  inquiry  into  the 
effect  from  the  increase  of  the  currency 
from  other  causes.  With  regaixl  to  tho 
inquiry  being  secret,  as  they  could  not  bo 
considered  private  accounts  that  wore  to  be 
gone  into,  but  the  efTccta  of  a  system  on  tho 
money  of  the  country,  hu  thought  that  a 
Select  Committee  would  be  sutBcient. 

Mr.  Forbes  opposed  tho  amendment. 
He  did  not  approve  of  tho  original  motion, 
but  he  considered  the  amendment  far  more 
objectionable. 

Mr.  Matthias  Atlfvoad  objected  to  the 
appointment  of  the   Committeej  on   t^ 
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grounds  brought  forward  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  the  Tower  Hamlets,  iu  support  of 
it.  He  had  experienced  some  difliculty  in 
ascertaining  the  intentions  of  hon.  Gentle- 
men who  supported  the  motion*  He  could 
not  learn  what  evils  they  were  desirous  to 
remedy,  nor  what  benefit  the  country  was 
to  expect  from  the  proposed  measure.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  said  that  the  whole  system 
of  Joint-stock  Banks  was  a  great  experi- 
ment— that  the  experiment  hc^  now  been 
tried  for  ten  years ;  and  that  we  now  ought 
to  inquire  into  the  manner  in  which  that 
experiment  had  worked,  in  order  to  discover 
whether  the  system  was  acting  beneficially 
for  the  country,  or  whether  there  were 
dangers  in  its  mode  of  operation  to  be 
guarded  against, — and  whether,  lastly,  there 
were  any  means  which  could  be  adopted  to 
bring  its  advantages  more  prominently  into 
action.  But  those  grounds  led  to  an  inquiry 
of  a  far  more  extensive  nature  than  that 
proposed  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman — an 
inquiry  into  the  whole  of  the  financial  and 
monied  system  of  the  country.  Joint^tock 
Banks  were  introduced  as  an  invention  to 
guard  the  country  against  dangers  of  pre- 
cisely that  description  which  almost  every 
Gentleman  who  had  spoken,  now  apprehend- 
ed from  the  very  action  of  these  Joint-  stock 
Banks.  These  Banks  were  the  creation  of 
the  Legislature.  They  were  an  invention 
to  guard  against  a  panic,  and  any  dreadful 
convulsion  which  it  was  apprehended  might 
otherwise  occasionally  take  place  in  our 
monetary  system.  If  any  such  apprehension 
DOW  exist,  was  not  that  a  strong  ground  for 
inquiring  into  the  whole  question  of  our 
monetary  system,  and  not  merely  into  the 
nature  of  Joint-stock  Banks  .^  The  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Dublin  had  spoken 
of  the  efiect  of  this  great  experiment  upon 
the  interests  of  Ireland,  and  of  the  pros- 
perity consequent  on  the  establishment  of 
Joint-stock  Banks  in  that  country.  The 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  appeared,  while 
thus  describing  the  state  of  Ireland,  entirely 
to  lose  sight  of  the  landed  interest  in  that 
country.  Had  it  not  been  proved  that  the 
distress  of  the  agricultural  interest  had  been 
entirely  the  result  of  the  great  experiment 
-—whether  the  country  could  rest  with 
security,  not  merely  with  20,000,000/.  of 
circulation, — not  merely  with  55,000,000/., 
being  the  entire  amount  of  circulation 
in  Great  Britain  and  Ireland,  but 
with  800,000,000/.  of  debt  —  founded 
on  8,000,000/.  of  gold  and  silver,  coined  and 
uncoined  in  the  Bank  of  England }     He 

iras  willisg  to  bdi«re  that  there  wac  con* 


siderable  prosperity  in  many  brandea  of 
our  trade  ;  but  it  had  been  shown  that  one- 
third  of  all  the  commercial  transactions  of 
the  country  rest  upon  Jmnt^stock  eudorfe- 
ments.  Now,  the  great  national  establidi- 
ment— the  Bank  of  England — had  rejected 
much  of  the  paper  of  thoae  Banks*  On 
what  ground?  Because  it  believed  the 
paper  to  be  insecure.  If  eo,  must  not  mueh 
of  the  prosperity  connected  with  such  fKper 
be  insecure  also? — must  not  commercial 
transactions,  so  supported,  rest  upon  a 
foundation  which  could  not  be  permanent } 
The  hon.  Member  for  the  Tower  Hamlets 
stud  that  the  prosperity  was  real,  and  toot 
artificial,  because  our  manufactured  goods 
were  sold  off, — no  stock  was  left  on  hand,-* 
and  the  orders  were  abundant.  It  was  thu 
very  circumstance  which  distinguished  the 
transactionsoftheyearl8d5.  That  was,  word 
for  word,  the  description  given  in  the  reported 
evidence  of  the  state  otour  manufactures 
immediately  preceding  the  panic  of  1825 
and  1826.  The  hon.  Member  for  Walsall 
had  praised  the  Act  of  1819,  which  was 
recommended  on  the  ground  that  it  would 
give  a  firm  security  to  the  monetary  system 
and  commercial  operations  of  the  country. 
But  had  that  been  the  result  ?  Instead  of 
giving  permanency  to  the  monetary  system, 
soon  after  that  Bill  had  passed,  the  Minister 
of  that  day  found  it  necessary  to  give  ad- 
ditional powers  to  the  Bank  of  England  in 
respect  to  its  issues,  llie  hon.  Member  for 
the  Tower  Hamlets  had  proposed  three 
amendments  in  the  present  system  of  ma- 
nagement of  Joint-stock  Banks.  First, 
limited  liability ;  second,  the  capital  to  bo 
paid  up ;  and  third,  publicity.  Now,  aa  to 
limited  liability.  That  was  a  matter  rest- 
ing entirely  with  the  Bank  of  England  ;  for 
the  Bank  of  England  had  bought  the  power 
of  establishing  this  limited  liability,  and  with- 
out itsconscnt  no  Joint-stock  Bank  upon  such 
a  principle  could  exist  in  England.  With  r&» 
spect  to  paid- up  capital,  had  these  Banks  been 
I  originally  confindL  to  a  paid-up  capital, 
'  it  would  have  been  a  prudent  measure ;  but 
now  that  they  were  in  their  heyday,  if  they 
i  were  made  to  pay  up  their  capital  they 
would  be  exposed  to  very  great  dancer,  that 
would  not  only  serioudy  affect  Uic  new 
ones,  but  would  weaken  the  stability  of  the 
old.  It  must  be  obnous  that  the  House 
could  *  not  adopt  this  part  of  the  hon. 
Member's  plan,  without  involving  the 
country  in  great  and  serious  danger,  and 
hastening  the  catastrophe  which  was  so 
much  apprehended.  Then,  as  to  publicity. 
Publicity  was  the  great  instrument  recom* 

vended  by  the  BuUioa  Conunitte^  aad  VM 
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brought  into  action  in  1832.  The  establish- 
ment of  publicity  was  to  lay  the  foundation 
of  the  commercial  credit  of  the  Bank  of 
England.  He  took  it  for  granted  that 
every  Gentleman  who  was  accustomed  to 
trade,  was  conrinced  that  that  instrument 
had  failed  altogether,  and  had  been  found 
to  be  inapplicable  to  banking  affairs.  There 
were  in  bulking  affairs  periods  of  commercial 
convulsions,  against  which  no  bank  could 
guard ;  and  during  which  the  credit  of  the 
bank  did  not  rest  alone  on  the  amount  of 
bullion  in  its  coffers,  but  upon  its  character 
for  prudence  and  discretion.  It  was  as 
much  for  its  moral  qualities  that  confidence 
was  Teposed  in  any  bank,  at  such  a  time,  as 
for  the  amount  of  its  bullion.  Upon  the 
whdle,  he  saw  no  benefit  to  be  derived  from 
this  Committee,  nor  had  he  heard  sufficient 
grounds  for  its  appointment.  At  the  same 
time  he  saw  no  serious  objection  to  it,  if  its 
inquiries  were  conducted  with  caution. 

Mr.  Clay,  in  reply,  begged  it  to  be  dis- 
tinctly understood,  that  so  far  from  being 
hostile  to  Joint-stock  Banks,  he  was  a  de- 
cided friend  to  them,  thinking  them  capa- 
ble of  conferring  the  greatest  benefits  on 
the  country.  He  could  not  agree  to  the 
proposition  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Mid- 
dlesex. 

The  motion  for  the  appointment  of  the 
Committee  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  Hume  then  moved,  **  That  it  be  an 
Instruction  to  the  Committee  that  they 
do  inquire  into  the  operation  of  the  privi- 
leges conferred  on  Country  and  Joint-stock 
Banks  to  pay  their  Promissory  Notes  in 
Bank  of  England  Notes,  insteaa  of  paying 
them  in  gold." 

The  House  divided :  Ayes  12,  Noes  98 : 
Majority  86. 

List  of  the  Ayes. 

AgUonbyi  H.  A.  Warburton,  II. 

Crawford.  W,  S.  Wason,  R. 

Ewarl,  W.  Williams,  W. 

Marsland,  II.  Williams,  W.  A . 
Morrison,  J.  tfllers 

Potter,  R.  TELLERS. 

TboropsoD,  Colonel        Mr.  Hume 
Vtliiers,  C.  P.  Mr.  Hawes 

List  of  the  Noes. 

Adam,  Sir  C.  Bewes,  T. 

Alston,  R.  Blamire,  W. 

AsUey,  Sir  J.  Bonharo,  R.  F. 

Bailey,  J.  Bowring,  Dr. 

Baldwin,  Dr.  Brotherton,  J. 

Balfourp  T.  Buckingham,  J.  S. 

Barnard,  £.  6.  BuHer,  B: 

Bany,  0.  S.  Chapman,  A. 

Beauclerk,  Major  Chichester,  A. 

Benett,  J.  Cbilders,  J,  W, 

Bmil|  R.  Clay,  W. 


Collier,  J. 
Crawford,  W. 
Crawley,  S. 
CromptoD,  S. 
Curteis,  H.  B. 
Curteis,  £.  B. 


Musgrave,  Sir  R. 
North,  F. 
Packe,  C.  W. 
Parker,  J . 
Parrolt,  J. 
Parry,  Sir  L,  P.  J. 


Ebrington,  Lord  Vis.  Pallison,  J. 

EstcourtjT.  Pease,  J. 

Fazakerley,  J.  N.  Philips,  M. 

Fclden,  W .  Plumptrc,  J.  P. 

Finch,  O.  Price,  Sir  R. 

Forbes,  W.  Pryme,  G. 

Foster,  C.  S.  Rae,  rt.  hon.  Sir  W. 

Fremantle,  Sir  T.  Rice,  right  hon.  T.  S. 

French,  F.  Richards,  J. 

Gillon,  W.  D.  Rushbrooke,  Colonel 

Gisbourne,  T.  Russell,  Lord  J. 

Goulburn,  rt.  hon.  H.  Scott,  Sir  E.  D. 

Goulburn,  Mr.  Serg,  Scourfield,  W.  H. 

Green,  T.  Scale,  Colonel 

Grote,  G*  .      '  '  Strickland,  Sir  G. 

Handley,  H.  Stuart,  V. 

Hardy,  J.  Tennent,  J.  E. 

Hastie,  A.  Thomson,  rt.  hn.  C.P. 

Hector,  C.  J.  Thompson,  Mr.  Aid, 

Hindley,  C.  Turner,  W. 

Hobhouse,  rt.hn.Sir  J.  Vernon,  G.  H. 

Horsman,  E.  Wcmyss,  Captain 

Howard,  hon.  E.  Weyland,  Major 

Howard,  P.  H.  White,  S. 

Howick,  Lord  Vis.  Wilbraham,  G. 
Inglis,  Sir  R.  H.  Wilson,  H. 

Johnston,  A.  Wrightson,  W.  B. 

Jones,  W.  Wynn,  rt.  hon.  C.  W. 

Knight,  H.  G.  Yorke,  E.  T. 

Lushinglon,  C.  Young,  G.  F. 

Maher,  J.  tellers. 

Marsland,  T. 

Martin,  J.  E.J.Stanley 

Murray,  rt.  hon.  J.  A.    Mr.  M.  O'Ferrall 

Commutation  of  Tithes  (England.)] 
Lord  John  Russell  moved  the  Order  of  the 
Day  for  going  into  Conamittee  on  the 
Commutation  of  Tithes  (England)Bill . 

Mr.  Edward  BuUer  proposed  several 
amendments  in  Clause  34. 

Lord  John  Russell  opposed  the  amend* 
ments,  as  tending  to  disturb  the  agreement 
entered  into,  which  was  this,  that  where 
the  average  amount  of  tithe  received  for 
the  last  seven  years  was  from  60l.  to  75/* 
inclusive,  all  such  cases  should  remain 
undisturbed  by  this  Bill;  where  it  was 
from  80/.  to  90/.  it  should  be  reduced  to 
75/. ;  and  where  it  was  under  60/.  it  might 
be  raised,  if  it  should  appear  to  the  Com- 
missioners that  it  was  fit  to  do  so.  He 
did  not  understand  upon  what  principle 
the  hon.  Member  proposed  his  amendment. 
It  was  not  tbe  pnnciple  of  this  Bill  which 
took  the  gross,  and  not  the  net  amount. 

Mr.  Edward  Bfdler  proposed  a  redoe- 
tion  of  10/.  per  cent.,  where  the  full  value 
of  the  tithe  had  been  received  for  the  last 

lereo  yean*    Hia  pn^ition  amouoted  Xq 


6%3       CommutaiioH  of  Tiihes        {COMMONS} 


CSMgUndJ. 


HU 


this :— If  the  tithe«|myer8  were  not  satisfied 
with  the  average  of  the  last,  seven  years^ 
they  would  he  at  liberty  to  demand  a  new 
valuation  of  the  gross  tithe.  If  upon  the 
average  it  was  found  to  amount  to  any  sum 
from  90/.  to  100/.^  then  from  such  amount 
a  deduction  of  10/.  per  cent,  should  be 
made.  Where  the  amount  was  between 
75/.  and  80/.  he  would  make  no  reduction, 
and  if  it  was  under  75Z.  he  would  raise  it 
to  75/.  The  effect  of  his  proposal  would 
bci  to  allowall  proprietors  of  tithes  through- 
out the  country  to  retain  the  advantages 
they  at  present  possessed,  at  the  same  time 
that  it  would  allow  of  the  raising  to  the 
75/.  percent,  such  tithes  as  were  now,  from 
the  expenses  of  collection,  below  that  rate. 
If  the  noble  Lord  proposed  to  take  off  25 
per  cent,  from  the  gross  amount  in  certain 
cases,  why  might  not  JO/..  pJr  cent,  be 
deducted  from  the  net  amount  in  the  others? 

Lord  John  Russell  thought,  now  that  he 
understood  the  proposition  of  the  hon. 
Oentleman,  that  it  was  not  founded  on  the 
same  principle  of  justice  as  his  own.  He 
could  not  see  the  ground  for  acceding  to  a 
proposition  which  might  practically  have 
the  effect  of  giving  a  tithe-owner  in  one 
case  80  per  cent,  and  another  tithe^wner 
in  another  95  per  cent,  only,  thus  leaving 
a  difference  of  45  per  cent.  He  thought 
that  a  proposition  which  established  one 
equalised  rate  to  apply  to  all  cases  was  a 
more  just  one,  and  one  which  must  have  a 
more  beneficial  effect  than  a  plan  liable  in 
operation  to  such  inequalities. 

Mr.  Beneit  said,  there  was  no  question 
that  the  gross  demand  of  the  tithe-owner 
was  for  100  per  cent ;  the  difference  lay  in 
the  expenses  of  collection.  That  was  the 
argument  for  commutation,  because  by 
commutation  all  that  expense  of  collection, 
now  lost  to  both  parties,  were  saved. 

Sir  Robert  InglU92Lid,  that,  although  his 
objections  to  the  system  of  commutation 
were  as  strong  as  ever,  he  would  have  an 
opportunity,  on  another  occasion,  of  ad. 
dressing  himself  to  the  general  principle  of 
the  measure.  The  question  now  in  dis. 
pute  was  the  amount  to  be  given  to  the 
tith»-owner  under  the  proposed  commuta- 
tion. It  had  been  said,  that  the  principle  pro- 
posed to  be  acted  upon  would  have  the 
eflbct  of  raising  the  value  of  some  tithes, 
and  of  depressing  that  of  others.  Now, 
he  could  not  see  why  a  prindple  which 
should  have  the  efiect  of  depressing  should 
be  admitted  at  all.  He  thought,  that 
wherei  on  an  average  of  the  seven  preced- 
ing yearSf  the  tithe-owner  had  received  the 
wbcie  of  his  lighti  \ktx  right  ou((bt  to  be 


preserved  to  him  under  the  measure  of  con. 
mutation. 

Mr.  Blamire  said,  he  must  ol^ect  both  to 
the  proposition  oS  the  noble  Lord,  and  that 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Staffordshire,  inas- 
much as  he  did  not  think  either  the  one  or 
the  other  would  place  all  parties  concerned 
in  that  position  in  which  they  ought  to 
stand  in  reference  to  eadi  other.  He  was 
perfectly  satisfied  that  no  rule  could  be  laid 
down  which  would  entirely  meet  all  cases. 
He  would  with  great  submission  bcc  to 
state  to  the  House  and  to  the  noUe  Lord 
how  he  thought  the  difficulty  might  be 
remedied.  He  was  aware,  that  the  subject 
was  a  very  difficult  one  to  deal  with,  espe- 
cially the  compulsory  part  of  the  arrange- 
ment.  The  House  ought  to  bear  in  mind, 
that  if  it  were  not  possible  to  do  what  they 
wished  and  what  was  desirable,  it  was 
their  duty  to  steer  clear  of  doing  a  positive 
injustice  to  anybody.  He  begged  to  aay, 
that  he  thought  it  would  be  an  infinitely 
better  plan  in  every  case  to  ascertain  the 
expense  of  the  collection  of  tithe  in  that 
particular  place,  and  fix  the  deductioa 
according  to  that  standard,  and  at  no  more. 
He  had  always  considered,  that  tithes  were 
but  a  contingent,  and  not  a  positive  pro- 
]>erty ;  for  the  landowner  had  it  always  in 
his  power  to  fence  with  the  tithe-owner, 
and  make  an  advantageous  bargain  with 
him,  unless  the  tithe-owner's  demands  were 
according  to  his  estimation  of  the  matter, 
reasonable  and  moderate.  Cases  were  con- 
stantly occurring  where  the  tithes  of  the 
tithe- owner  were  evaded  by  the  land-owner, 
and  where  he  was  fenced  with  by  the  land- 
owner, and  obliged  to  put  up  with  a  bar- 
gain  very  advantageous  to  the  latter.  In 
his  part  of  the  country  the  mode  was  this ; 
for  he  could  say  for  himself,  as  well  as  for 
those  he  had  the  honour  of  representing, 
that  while  they  did  not  wish  to  give  the 
clergyman  one  farthing  less  than  he  ought 
in  justice  to  receive,  they  were  not  desirous 
of  paying  him  more.  In  his  particular 
part  of  the  country,  then,  the  state  of  the 
case  was  this :  the  lands  were  greatly  sub- 
divided, and  there  was  a  grest  variety  of 
tenure  and  admixture  of  titheable  and 
tithe-free  lands.  The  consequence  was, 
that  befine  a  man  agreed  to  take  a  farm, 
he  endeavoured  to  ascertain  from  the  tithe- 
owner  what  was  the  amount  of  his  deaaad 
for  the  titheable  land  proposed  to  be  rented, 
and  then  tried  to  make  the  best  baxgnn  be 
could  with  him.  If  the  bargain  were 
altogether  dissatisfactoty  to  the  Unner,  the 
pro&bilities  were,  that  he  either  did  not 
take  the  fhnnat  all,  or  if  be  did  takeit^  tfaat 
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he  grew  tithe  crops,  as  much  as  he  could 
on  the  land  which  was  tithe  free,  and 
upon  that  part  of  the  farm  which  was  tithe, 
ahle,  he  took  care  to  grow  only  untitheahle 
cax>ps.  Thus,  if  the  demand  of  the  tithe, 
owner  were  excessive,  the  result  might  he, 
that  he  would  get  little  or  nothing.  It  was 
also  the  practice  of  making  a  bargain  for 
the  tithe  before  the  farmer  ventured  upon 
renting  such  farms  as  would  require  a  large 
outlay  of  capital,  and  the  use  of  much  ad- 
ventitious manure,  and  tithe  was  evaded 
by  turning  lands  down  to  grass,  or,  of 
occasionally  planting  lands  that  had  paid 
tithe. "  Various  other  schemes  were  had 
recourse  to,  and  in  some  extreme  cases 
the  proprietor  for  a  time,  totally  aban- 
doned  aU  interest  in  the  property.  What 
he  said,  might  not  meet  the  views  of  many 
Gentlemen,  but  he  felt  so  strongly  that 
tithe  was  a  contingent  property  and  not  a 
positive  one,  that  he  thought  they  had  a 
right  to  demand  from  the  tithe-owner 
some  consideration — he  was  not  prepared 
to  say  how  much — for  the  boon  which 
would  be  conferred  upon  him  by  changing 
the  nature  of  his  property  into  a  positive, 
and  not,  as  now,  into  a  contingent  pro. 
pertyt  In  reference  to  the  lay  impropria- 
tor, he  thought  there  would  be  no  great 
difficulty  in  calling  upon  him  to  give  some 
moderate  consideration  for  the  advantage 
which  he  would  derive  from  the  change. 
His  was  a  marketable  estate,  and  would  be 
greatly  benefitted  by  the  change,  though 
this  observation  did  not  apply  to  the  great 
body  of  the  owners  of  tithe,  the  clergy. 
He  thought  it  would  be  a  great  improve, 
ment  in  their  case,  if  the  onus  or  responsi- 
bilitv  of  the  collection  of  their  tithe  rested 
with  the  parish.  It  was  a  plan  adopted 
in  many  parishes,  and  a  very  beneficial  one, 
to  collect  the  tithes  for  the  clergyman  and 
pay  them  over  to  him,  and  for  this  service 
the  House  would  fairly  be  entitled  to  call 
upon  him  for  a  certain  deduction.  He  was 
not  prepared  to  point  out  what  that  amount 
should  be,  but  it  was  a  very  fair  principle, 
that  some  consideration  should  be  allowed 
by  the  clergjrman  to  the  parties  who 
effected  for  him  an  improved  mode  of  col- 
lecting his  revenue  and  improved  security. 
He  thought  it  would  be  better,  instead  of 
having  reooune  to  either  the  plan  pro- 
posed by  the  noble  Lo  d  or  the  Member 
for  Staffordshire,  at  once  to  give  a  large 
discretionary  power  to  the  Commissioners 
in  the  compulsory  part  of  the  arrangement. 
In  the  plan  of  the  noble  Lord  there  was 
an  appeal  from  the  decision  of  the  valuer ; 

but  h»  could  not  regard  that  appeal  «8 


being  of  the  slightest  value,  for  it  was 
merely  an  appeal  from  the  valuer  to  the 
Commissioners ;  in  fact,  an  appeal  to  the 
individual  valuer  himself.  It  was  not 
very  reasonable  to  expect,  that  after  a 
Commissioner  had  given  a  decided  opinion 
as  to  the  value  of  certain  tithes,  tiiat  he 
would  be  willing  to  depart  from  his  state, 
ment.  He  did  conceive,  that  not  in  one 
out  of  100  cases  would  there  be  obtained 
by  any  such  appeal  the  slightest  alteration 
in  the  original  award.  In  many  of  the 
local  Bills  for  the  commutation  of  tithe, 
which  had  passed,  and  indeed  in  some  of 
the  Bills  which  had  been  laid  upon  the 
Table  of  the  House,  among  others  in  that 
of  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Tarn  worth, 
it  had  been  proposed,  that  there  should  be 
an  appeal  to  the  Quarter  Sessions  of  the 
county ;  but  he  could  not  but  look  upon 
this  as  a  very  objectionable  proposition* 
He  should  conceive,  that  an  infinitely  bet- 
ter and  wiser  plan  would  be,  to  constitute 
local  boards  for  the  express  purpose  of 
hearing  and  determining  upon  all  these 
matters.  He  should  therefore  propose,  that 
those  boards  should  be  thus  constituted : 
that  the  Commissioners  should  appoint  as 
assistant  commissioners  two  barristers  of  a 
certain  standing,  and  two  practical  men 
from  among  farmers  and  surveyors,  who 
should  not  have  any  direct  interest  in  the 
settlement  of  the  question ;  that  this  court 
should  go  from  place  to  place  where  the 
matters  in  question  were  to  be  settled,  and 
have  power  to  hear  evidence  in  proof  of 
the  facts ;  and  that,  having  done  so,  they 
should  make  their  report  to  the  Commis- 
sioners, who  should  have  power  to  enforce 
their  determinations,  subject  to  certain  pre- 
scribed limits  ns  to  the  extent  of  the  reduc- 
tion or  increase.  If  this  were  not  thought 
a  sufficient  check,  it  might  be  further  pro- 
vided, that  in  the  schedule  they  should  be 
compelled  to  assign  their  reasons  for  any 
deviation  they  might  make  from  the  regu- 
lar plan.  He  was  aware,  that  perhaps 
some  objection  might  be  made  to  his  propo- 
sition on  the  supposed  score  of  expense; 
but  his  opinion  was,  that  the  establishment 
of  local  boards,  such  as  he  had  suggested, 
would  not  be  productive  of  much  expense* 
At  all  events,  he  thought  it  would  be  a 
more  satisfactory  plan  to  the  country  gene, 
rally  than  the  one  proposed.  He  might 
observe  here,  that  a  most  erroneous  notion 
had  gone  abroad  as  to  the  nature  of  thia 
Bill.  In  a  great  many  parts  of  the  coun« 
try  the  people  said  they  were  satisfied  with 
the  Bill  as  it  stood,  because  they  thought 
that  by  it  one-fourth  of  tho  dear  v«lue  of 
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tithe  was  to  be  taken  from  tlie  tithe- 
owners  and  given  to  them— a  most  lament- 
able misconception.  He  should  be  very 
flad^  if  possible,  to  avoid  compulsion,  but 
e  feared,  that  in  the  present  state  of  the 
case  it  might  be  found  difficult,  if  possible, 
to  avoid  it.  He  thought  it  would  be  bet- 
ter, that  no  commutation  should  take  place 
at  all,  than  that  the  Bill  should  pass  as  it 
stood ;  but  at  the  same  time  he  fully  saw  the 
necessity  that  some  Bill  should  be  passed  on 
the  subject,  or  else  he  feared  the  country 
would  be  placed  in  a  state  of  the  greatest 
excitement,  productive  of  the  most  mis- 
chievous results.  He  therefore  hoped  the 
noble  Lord  would  take  into  consideration  the 
suggestion  he  had  ventured  to  throw  out. 

Mr.  Edward  Buller  withdrew  his  Amend- 
ment. 

Mr.  Charles  Buller  remarked,  that  a 
great  portion  of  the  House  seemed  to  ob- 
ject to  the  clause,  and  yet  the  opposition 
to  it  did  not  appear  to  be  seriously  main- 
tained. The  hon.  Member  was  proceeding 
to  move  an  Amendment,  which  he  ex- 
plained, when 

Lord  John  Russell  suggested,  that  this 
was  not  the  proper  time  for  entering  on 
the  question  involved  in  it. 

Mr.  Goulbum  wished  to  ask  the  noble 
Lord  opposite,  upon  what  grounds  the 
limits  of  seventy- five  and  sixty  per  cent 
had  been  assumed.  He  quite  understood  the 
difliculties  with  which  the  noble  Lord  had 
had  to  contend ;  but  the  more  he  heard  on 
the  subject,  the  more  was  he  convinced, 
that  a  system  of  compulsory  commutation 
must  be  in  individual  cases  attended  with 
great  injustice.  The  noble  Lord  had,  in 
effect,  admitted  this,  because,  having  adopt- 
ed the  compulsory  principle,  he  now  found 
it  necessary  to  introduce  a  clause,  in  order 
to  correct  some  part  of  the  evils  to  which  a 
compulsory  system  must  inevitably  lead. 
The  noble  Lord  made  a  proposition  which 
appeared  to  him  scarcely  reconcileable  with 
justice  upon  the  information  he  had  re- 
ceived; though  perhaps  the  noble  Lord 
was  in  possession  of  facts  which  would 
enable  him  to  prove  the  dtness  and  expe- 
diency of  the  limits  the  noble  Lord  had 
assigned.  It  was  consistent  with  his  know- 
ledge, that  there  was  frequently  great  in- 
equality in  the  cost  of  collecting  tithes, 
even  in  the  same  parish.  The  collection 
of  the  small  tithes  was  often  much  more 
difficult  than  that  of  the  large  tithes,  and 
although  it  might  be  right,  that  In  the 
case  of  the  small  tithes  an  individual 
should  receive  only  sixty  per  cent,  in  con- 
sideration of  the  difficulty  with  wUch  they 


were  collected,  yet  seventy-five  per  cent 
might  be  too  little  in  the  case  of  large 
tithes,  which  were  collected  with  much 
facility.  He  knew  instances  where  the 
collection  of  the  large  tithes  was  effected 
at  an  expense  of  seven,  eight,  ten,  and 
thirteen  per  cent  of  deduction  from  the 
value  of  the  sum,  and  therefore  he  thought 
it  would  be  desirable  that  the  noble  Lord 
should  state  to  the  House  the  basis  upon 
which  he  had  been  induced  to  adopt  the 
maximum  and  minimum  proposed. 

Sir  John  Wrottesley,  after  having  made  in- 
quiries in  several  parts  of  the  country,  and 
particularly  in  his  own  county,  was  bound 
to  say,  that  the  maximum  and  minimum 
proposed,  though  in  some  few  cases  they 
might  Impose  hardship,  were  on  the  whole 
considering  the  difficulties  and  facilities  of 
levying  tithes  in  different  places,  suitable 
to  the  circumstances.  Fixing  limits  in  the 
way  proposed  would  save  time  and  trouble 
and  prevent  much  litigation  ;  he  therefore, 
thought  that  this  part  of  the  Bill  was 
highly  desirable. 

Lord  John  Russell  said,  that  when  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  asked  him  to  explain 
on  what  principle  he  had  appointed  the 
limits  to  the  deduction,  he  supposed  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  did  not  mean  to  ask 
why  he  made  it  seventy-five  rather  than 
seventy-six  or  seventy-seven,  and  sixty, 
rather  than  sixty-one,  but  why  he  had 
taken  those  limits  as  a  fair  average  between 
the  lowest  and  highest  amount  of  tithes 
collected.  It  appeared  to  him  fair,  as  he 
had  repeatedly  stated,  in  making  any  ge- 
neral commutation  of  tithes,  to  look  not 
to  particular  cases,  but  as  nearly  as  possible 
to  the  general  average  of  the  country,  so  as 
to  include  the  greatest  number  of  cases. 
With  respect  to  the  Amendment  which 
had  been  proposed  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Staffordshire  he  would  admit  that  there 
might  be  cases  where  the  tithe  might  be 
collected  at  10  per  cent.,  but  such  cases 
were  very  rare,  and  therefore,  not  to  be 
taken  into  account  in  a  question  of  legisla- 
tion. Ilierc  were  also  cases  where  the  ex- 
penses amount  to  50  per  cent.,  but  these 
being  almost  equally  rare  he  had  not  al. 
lowed  them  to  interfere  with  the  adjust- 
ment of  the  measure.  It  might  be  asked, 
why  not  make  some  one  and  fixed  sum  the 
standard;  and,  indeed,  a  most  intelligent 
and  respectable  gentleman.  Mr.  Jacob, 
when  examined  before  the  agricultural 
committee,  selected  seventy-five  per  cent., 
as  the  general  average  all  over  the  country, 
but  that  exact  limit  would  not  give  a  suffi- 
cient representation  of  the  teal  Talue  of 
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tithe,  because  the  charge  of  collection  and 
many  other  circumstances  differed  widely 
in  different  parts  of  the  country.  There 
were  cases  in  which  tithe  was  collected  at 
a  cost  of  not  more  than  ten  percent,  and  this 
was  true,  not  only  of  large,  but  in  some 
cases  of  small  tithes.  All  the  accounts  he 
had  received  tended  to  show  that  on  further 
inquiry  into  these  cases,  if  the  first  amount 
of  the  produce  were  taken  into  account,  the 
deduction  would  not  fall  short  of  twenty  or 
twenty-five  per  cent.  He  thought,  al^o,  that 
in  any  general  commutation,  a  considerable 
deduction  should  be  made  from  the  gross 
sum  of  100/.  (taking  that  sum)  on  the  value 
of  the  tithe.  Nobody  had  ever  advocated  a 
commutation  without  maintaining  that 
there  should  be  a  large  deduction ;  «nd  in 
estimating  this,  not  only  the  expense  of 
coUectiouj  but  many  other  circumstances, 
should  be  taken  into  account.  The  higher 
limit  having  been  fixed  at  seventy-five  per 
cent.,  all  contained  between  that  standard 
and  sixty  he  presumed  to  be  compounded 
for  by  the  different  parties  interested,  who 
would  consider  all  the  circumstances  of  the 
case,  the  cost  of  collection,  and  the  agree- 
ment entered  into,  which  he  held  it  to  be 
advisable  not  to  disturb.  With  regard  to 
the  other  limit  of  sixty  per  cent,  although 
there  might  be  cases  where  the  expense  of 
collecting  would  lower  the  net  amount 
below  that  sum,  he  did  not  think  them  of 
sufficient  force  to  induce  him  to  admit  of  so 
total  a  disparity,  as  respected  the  tithe-owner 
and  the  tithe«payer.  Besides,  it  was  but  fair 
where,  through  the  lenity  of  the  tithe-owner 
the  sum  collected  had  fallen  too  short  of  the 
real  value  of  the  past  tithe  —  to  provide, 
in  such  instances,  that  leniency  should  not 
operate  as  future  punishment.  His  doubt 
upcm  this  point  was  not  whether  the  sum 
should  be  50/.  or  6qL,  but  rather  whether 
be  should  fix  it  as  low  as  60/.  However, 
on  consideration,  the  best  he  could  give  the 
sulject,  he  found  that  by  adhering  to  60L 
he  should  provide  a  fairer  average  and  a 
nearer  equalisation.  He  thought  the  mode 
he  had  adopted  would  tend  to  obviate  the 
evil  consequences  which  too  frequently  result- 
ed from  composition  in  Ireland,  where  the 
differences  were  so  great  that  neighbouring 
parishes,  when  they  came  to  compare  the  dif- 
ferent amounts  paid,  might  feel  great  dissa- 
tisfaction. He  had,  therefore,  chosen  those 
limits  between  which  there  was  only  a 
difference  of  fifteen  per  cent,  as  being  likely 
to  afford  more  general  satisfaction,  or  at 
least  to  occasion  less  complaint  than  if  the 
difference  were  doubled,  by  fixing  the 
minimum  9l  50/.  and  the  maximum  at  801. 


Mr.  WiUiam  Miles  moved  an  ameDd" 
ment  of  which  he  said  that  the  object  was 
to  give  power  to  the  Commissioners  or 
Assistant-Commissioners,  when  the  average 
sum  paid,  or  agreed  to  be  paid,  should  be 
more  than  50/.,  and  less  than  75/.,  for 
every  100/.  of  such  average  gross  value  of 
the  tithes  taken  in  kind,  to  award  such  fair 
and  equitable  sum  for  the  permanent  com- 
mutation thereof  as  upon  inquiry  they 
should  deem  expedient,  due  regard  being 
paid  to  the  peculiar  nature  of  the  tithe  in 
individual  parishes.  He,  therefore,  moved 
as  an  amendment  that  the  word  **  fifty*'  be 
substituted  in  the  clause  for  **  sixty."  If 
that  were  carried  he  should  move,  that  all 
the  words  in  line  fifteen  aAer  the  word 
"  limit,",  be  omitted,  and  that  there  be  in- 
serted in  their  stead  a  proviso  accomplishing 
the  object  for  which  he  proposed  his  first 
amendment. 

Mr.  Charles  Buller  said,  it  was  incon- 
sistent in  the  hon.  Member  for  East 
Somerset  to  tolerate  this  clause,  after  argu- 
ing against  its  principle.  He  was  alto« 
gether  opposed  to  the  clause,  because  he 
looked  upon  it  not  as  a  modification  of  the 
33rd  clause,  but,  as  wholly  subversive  of  it. 
To  take  an  average  of  the  gross  produce 
with  certain  deductions  would  be  to  perpe-* 
trate  a  gross  injustice  on  the  tithe-payer 
and  the  landowner.  The  noble  l^ord's 
fundamental  error  was,  in  not  regarding 
the  power  of  evasion  as  well  as  the  right  of 
tithe;  for  throughout  the  country  the 
right  of  tithe  had  been  modified,  owing  to 
the  peculiar  method  of  collection ;  and  from 
that  modification  the  power  of  evasion  had 
been  derived.  The  right  of  evasion  was 
to  be  as  much  respected  as  the  right  of  tithe 
itself,  and  was  as  old  as  the  right  of  tithe.  If  it 
were  found  out  that  tithe  could  be  collected 
with  certain  exceptions  occurring  in  five  or 
six  years,  he  would  not  hesitate  to  do  away 
with  those  exceptions,  and  to  enforce  the 
collection  to  the  whole  amount  of  the  tithe  ; 
but  when  they  considered  the  length  of 
time  that  the  rights  of  evasion  had  existed, 
indeed  that,  from  time  immemorial  the  right 
of  tithe  had  been  modified,  and  that  that 
modification  had  been  solemnly  recognized 
by  the  Legislature  and  by  the  courts  of  law 
^t  would  be  unjust  to  suspend  it.  It  would 
be  doing  injustice  to  the  tithe-owner  to  take 
from  him  more  than  was  to  be  given  up  to 
him ;  but  it  would  be  equally  unjust  to 
make  the  tithe-payer  pay  more  than  he 
ought.  The  attention  of  the  House  had 
not  been  sufficiently  directed  to  the  ex- 
penses of  collection,  and  the  variety  of  the 
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MBOODtf  collected  in  difiereni  peitt  of  tlie 
countiy.  In  WilUbire  and  Hampshiie^  the 
effect  of  tbif  Bill  would  be  to  deprive  the 
tithe-owner  oi  about  one*«xth  or  one- 
fourth  of  the  value  of  the  tithe.  In  the 
weetem  parts  of  England^  however,  the 
reduction  of  twenty  per  cent,  would  be 
nothing  like  a  sufficient  reduction.  The 
experiment  of  levying  tithe  in  kind  had 
been  tried  in  various  cases,  and  instances 
were  not  rare,  in  which  the  clergyman  had 
not  merely  lost  fifty  or  sixty  per  cent, 
but  had  actually  been  out  of  pocket  by  the 
time  he  had  got  in  his  tithe.  He  wanted 
to  show  the  House  how  this  system  of 
modification  had  operated,  and  that  it  had 
been  respected  by  courts  of  law  and  the 
Legislature.  A  case  in  point  was  tried 
in  the  Court  of  King's  Bench  before  Lord 
Tenterdcn.  It  was  an  action  against  the 
tithe-owner  for  not  carrying  away  his  tithes 
of  early  potatoes  grown  for  the  London^ 
market.  The  potatoes  were  put  out  in 
baskets  which  held  about  three-quarters  of 
a  bushel  each,  and  it  was  proved  that  the 
produce  was  spoiled  by  exposure  to  wind, 
rain,  and  sun,  if  not  taJcen  away  in  half  an 
hour.  Lord  Tenterdcn  held,  that  although 
the  practice  mi^t  put  the  tithe-owner  to 
great  inconvenience  and  expense,  yet  for 
the  sake  of  the  crops,  the  evil  must  be  sub- 
mitted to,  and  the  tithe-owner  must  be  in 
attendance  to  take  away  the  tithe,  though 
it  might  cost  ten  times  the  value  of  the 
tithes  to  collect  them  under  such  circum- 
Ktances,  and  the  produce  might  be  spoiled  in 
getting  it  into  his  possession  ;  and  not  only 
that,  but  if  he  would  not  go  to  the  trouble 
and  expense  of  removing  the  tithes,  he  would 
be  liable  to  an  action  for  it.  Here,  then,  was 
a  reduction,  not  of  sixty  per  cent.,  but  of 
the  whole  tithe.  Look  at  the  tithes  of  hay, 
eggs,  milk,  tuples,  &c. ;  suppose  them  to  he 
levied  in  kind  in  a  parish  full  of  small  far- 
mers, and  fancy  a  cart  going  about  to  col- 
lect every  tenth  haycock,  every  tenth  egg, 
every  tenth  day's  milking,  and  every  tenth 
apple,  why  the  collector  would  not  be  able 
merely  to  go  over  some  parishes  in  less  than 
two  days.  This  was  the  case  of  the  parish 
which  he  represented,  as  he  could  testify 
from  canvassing  it.  He  had  the  authority 
of  a  practicsl  collector  of  tithes  in  Wilt- 
shire, for  saying  that  there,  on  the  other 
hand,  the  expense  of  collection  was  about 
ten  per  cent.;  this  Uill  would  make  it 
twenty-five  per  cent ;  so  that  the  operation 
of  this  commutation  would  deprive  the 
tithe-owner  of  about  oiie-Hixth  of  his  in- 
come. It  is  not  diflU'uU  to  put  ground 
under  a  difierent  cuUartt  fur  (he  sake  of 


evawm,  and  anble  was  ofteo  eoovetted 
into  pasture  limd,  not  nevdy  to  qpile  tbe 
parson,  but  because  the  differeiiee  of  the 
tithe  really  made»  very  often,  the  difler- 
ence  between  the  profit  derived  from  tbe 
two  different  kinds  of  produce.  But  this 
power  existed  to  a  different  degree  in 
different  parts  of  the  country.  In  Wilt. 
shire,  nature  seemed  to  have  so  fixed  to 
each  portion  of  land  its  peculiar  node  of 
cultivation  in  tillage  or  in  pasture,  that  this 
power  of  conversion  hardly  existed  at  aU ; 
in  Devonshire  and  Cornwall,  the  conver- 
sion was  perfectly  easy  in  almost  all  cases, 
and  was  often  effected  merely  to  save  the 
tithe.  This  power  of  conversion  made  an 
immense  difference  in  the  value  of  tithes. 
Yet  for  all  these  ancient  and  established 
remedies  against  the  exaction  of  the  ex- 
treme tithe,  no  allowance  was  made  by  this 
BilK  The  fanners  in  the  West  of  England 
had  expected  that  a  liberal  Ministry  would 
lessen  the  intolerable  burden  of  tithes.  The 
efiect  of  this  Bill  would  he,  to  raise  the  tithe 
throughout  the  West  of  England.  He 
would  give  the  House  an  insUnoe  of  tbe 
practical  operation  of  tills  Bill,  in  a  parish 
adjoining  that  of  Liskeaid.  The  tithe 
collected  in  that  parish  had,  for  some  jrears, 
amounted  to  3x.  3i.  in  the  poand.  On  the 
induction  of  a  new  clergyman,  the  farmers 
demanded  an  abatement  of  Sd*^  the  effect  of 
which  was,  that  the  parson  said  he  would 
collect  his  own  tithes;  and  the  consequence 
was,  that  the  leading  farmer  having  a  large 
barn  near  the  church,  fitted  it  up  for  pubBc 
service ;  for  the  farmers,  as  is  usual  in  such 
cases,  all  determined  that  they  would  not 
go  to  chureh ;  and  they  stuck  to  their  de- 
termination. The  proprietor  of  the  bam 
enpged  a  Dissenting  minister  in  the 
neighbourhood  to  come  over  every  Sunday 
to  preach  and  to  read  the  service  of  the 
Church  of  England.  They  told  him  he 
was  not  to  give  them  any  of  his  Method- 
istical  stuff,  and  was  never  to  preach  longer 
than  ten  minutes,  and  was  to  be  paid  for 
his  services  by  fiiur  or  five  tumblers  of 
brandy  and  water.  The  clergyman's  ser- 
vice in  the  church  was  attended  by  the 
clerk  and  the  sexton  ;  and  sometimes  by  an 
old  woman  from  the  workhouse.  The 
effect  in  a  pecuniary  point  of  view  was  this, 
the  clergyman  got  rather  less  of  his  great 
tithe  than  he  would  have  got  under  tlie 
composition  offered  to  him ;  and  he  soon 
gave  up  trying  to  collect  his  small  tithes  nt 
ull.  He  was  beaten,  and  obliged  to  accept 
the  farmers'  terms.  The  operation  of  the 
Bill  would  raise  tithe  in  this  )iansh  from 
'6i.  to  ds.  Id.,  and  settle  this  dispute  about 
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SdLy  hf  nakijiff  ihe  fanners  pay  Til.  The 
average  of  tithe  in  the  east  of  Ck>mwall 
varied  from  fi#.  6rf.  to  3s.  6d.  per  pound  ; 
but  the  geneml  areraee  was  about  3*.,  or 
3s.  3d. ;  so  that  the  noble  Lord's  BUI  would 
generally  raise  tithe  in  that  county  from 
ten  to  as  much  as  thirty  per  cent. ;  and 
this  was  intended  as  a  measure  of  relief! 
He  knew  the  difficulty  of  meeting  extreme 
cases,  but  when  the  House  was  likely  to 
doom  men  to  the  destruction  of  their  pro- 
perty, and  consign  their  families  to  destitu- 
tion, by  overlooking  these  cases,  it  was 
right  to  attend  to  them.  He  was  con- 
vinced of  the  necessity  of  a  compulsory 
commutation ;  he  was  conrinced  that  a  Bill 
for  that  purpose  was  demanded  by  the 
country;  but  a  compulsory  commutation 
ought  to  be  a  fair  and  just  one.  This  Bill, 
however,  was  unjust,  and  it  would  be 
better  not  to  pass  it  until  a  just  system  of 
commutation  was  adopted. 

Viscount  Ehrington  would  support  the 
amendment.  The  county  he  represented 
was  divided  into  small  farms,  and  contained 
a  greater  proportion  of  landlords  than  many 
other  counties.  He  was  quite  sure  that 
the  eflTect  of  this  clause,  as  proposed  by  hw 
noble  Friend,  would  seriously  raise  the  value 
of  tithe  in  that  county.  He  had  always 
been  disposed  to  give  to  the  tithe-owners 
their  due,  and  was  always  ready  to  raise 
his  voice  against  making  those  who  had  to 
pay,  pay  more  than  they  ought ;  he  should 
never  subscribe  to  any  plan  of  commutation 
that  should  give  more  to  the  tithe-owners 
than  they  at  present  enjoyed,  or  more  than 
under  the  present  mode  of  collection  they 
could  expect  to  receive.     It  might  be  ar- 

fued,  perhapSj  by  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
Iniversity  for  Oxford,  that  it  would  be 
hard  on  the  tithe-owners  to  make  them  suffer 
for  the  leniency  they  had  exercised;  but 
their  forbearance  was  not  always  voluntary. 
He  must  say,  that  he  had  known  instances 
of  experiments  in  collecting  tithes  in  kind, 
in  which  so  far  from  50  per  cent  of  the 
gross  value  being  received  by  the  tithe- 
owners,  they  had  not  realized  so  much  as 
20  per  cent.,  and  those  cases  were  not  con- 
fined to  his  own  county.  For  proof  of  it 
he  might  refer  to  the  evidence  already 
quoted.  Mr.  James  was  asked  — "You 
think,  then,  that  the  clergy  have  not  got 
more  than  half  their  tithes?"  His  answer 
was  — "  No  doubt,  for  the  last  seven  years, 
they  did  not  average  one-half  of  their 
tithes."  Under  these  circumstances,  feel- 
ing in  common,  with  his  noble  Friend, 
anxious  to  establish  compulsory  comrauta- 
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tion,  and  to  disturb,  as  little  as  possible, 
the  existing  scale  of  payments,  he  could 
not  vote  for  the  clause,  the  effect  of  which 
would  be  to  increase  the  greater  part  of  the 
existing  commutations,  and  make  the  tithe- 
payer  pay  more  than  at  present. 

Viscount  Homck  would  abstain  from 
replying  to  the  remarks  which  had  been 
made  by  hon.  Members  against  this  Bill, 
not  because  they  were  unanswerable,  but 
because  he  thought  this  was  not  a 
favourable  oppurtunit)*  to  go  into  the  sub- 
ject. It  appeared  to  him,  as  far  as  there 
was  any  real  ground  for  opposition  to  this 
measure,  the  clause  to  be  introduced  by  his 
noble  Friend,  and  which  he  had  caused  to 
be  printed,  and  had  announced  his  intention 
of  moving,  would  obviate  it.  All  those 
inconveniences  on  which  hon  Members, 
who  had  preceded  him  had  dwelt,  had  been 
anticipated  by  his  noble  Friend,  who  rested' 
his.  proposition  upon  the  fact,  that  the  ex- 
penses of  collection,  in  a  great  number  of 
instances,  amounted  to  50  per  cent  on  the 
gross  produce.  His  noble  Friend  behind 
him  (Lord  Ehrington)  had  said,  that  he 
was  willing  to  give  the  clergyman  that  to 
which  he  was  entitled,  but  without  bur- 
thening  the  land  with  a  permanent  charge 
beyond  that  which  the  clergyman  now 
received.  That  was  a  principle  which  the 
whole  House  was  prepared  to  admit,  and  he 
was  sure  if  his  nolne  Friend  looked  into  the 
clause  as  it  was  printed,  he  would  see  that 
wherever  there  was  a  case  in  which,  owing 
to  the  particular  nature  of  the  tithe,  the 
expenses  of  collection  were  heavier  than 
the  amount  provided  for  originally,  there 
was  a  power  given  to  make  such  modifica- 
tion as  the  justice  of  the  case  required. 
Whenever  the  expenses  of  collection  ex- 
ceeded 40/.,  and  in  other  special  cases,  the 
assistant  Commissioners  would  have  the 
power  of  making  that  large  reduction  of 
the  gross  amount  which  might  be  due. 
He  thought,  then,  that  all  just  ground  of 
complaint  would  be  removed  by  the  plan 
of  modification  so  proposed.  But  if  he  was 
not  mistaken,  the  hon.  Member  for  Somer- 
setshire moved  this  amendment  on  rather 
different  grounds ;  he  stated,  if  he  under- 
stood him  right,  that  it  was  not  enough 
that  his  noble  Friend  had  proposed  a  mme  ^ 
for  providing  for  cases  in  which  there 
might  be  ground  for  believing  that  the 
amount  of  expense  of  collection  would  go 
beyond  40  per  cent. ;  but  the  main  argu- 
ment of  the  hon.  Member,  as  he  understwjd 
it  WHS,  that  the  assistant  Commissioners 
ought  to  have  a  discretionary  power  in  all 
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chazacterised  the   people   of  that    coun« 
try. 

The  Duke  of  Richmond  said,  that  a  great 
portion  of  the  people  of  this  country  felt 
dissatisfied^  and  he  thought  justly,  that  the 
grievances  under  which  the  Irish  people 
lahoured,  and  which  were  so  well  depicted 
in  tlie  Report  of  the  Commissioners,  did 
not  appear  to  he  likely  to  be  speedily  re- 
dressed. It  was  because  he  thought  Poor- 
laws  for  Ireland  the  best  means  of  getting 
rid  of  those  who  ought  to  remain  at  home 
that  he  had  ever  been  the  advocate  of  them. 
It  was  because  he  thought  that  those  who 
found  themselves  under  the  necessity  of 
constantly  leaving  their  homes  in  search  of 
employment  were  never  so  well  satisfied 
and  contented  as  those  who  could  fairly 
entertain  the  hope  of  procuring  general 
employment  at  their  oirn  place  of  abode, 
that  he  had  always  supported  a  system  of 
Poor-laws  for  Ireland.  He  hoped  that,  be- 
fore long,  his  Majesty's  Government  would 
introduce  a  measure  on  this  question.  If 
they  did  not  do  so  shortly,  their  Lordships 
would  not  be  able  to  give  that  immediate 
consideration  to  the  subject « which  it  im- 
peratively required. 

The  £arl  of  Wickkm  highly  approved 
of  the  able  and  statesmanlike  Report  of  the 
Commissioners.  He  did  not  think  that 
any  blame  could  be  attached  to  his  Majes- 
ty's Government  if  they  were  not  prepared 
with  a  bill  on  this  most  difficult  subject  in 
the  course  of  the  present  Session.  If  the 
noble  Duke  (Richmond)  had  assured  the 
House  that  the  people  of  this  country 
required  that  some  svstem  of  Poor-laws 
should  be  adopted  witn  respect  to  Ireland, 
he  must  express  his  hope  that  the  attention 
of  Government  would  not  be  directed  to 
this  question  on  the  ground  which  the 
noble  Duke  had  stated.  He  hoped  they 
would  legislate  only  with  reference  to  the 
circumstances  of  the  country  to  which  their 
attention  was  directed.  There  appeared  to 
him  to  be  a  palpable  contradiction  in  the 
statement  of  the  noble  Earl  (Malmcsbury) ; 
for,  in  the  first  place,  he  called  for  a  system 
of  Poor-laws  for  Ireland  in  consequence  of 
the  influx  of  Irish  lalwurers  into  this  coun- 
try ;  whilst,  in  the  next  place,  he  admitted 
that  the  only  measure  which  ought  to  be 
applied  was  one  for  the  relief  of  the  aged, 
inHrm,  and  impotent.  If  the  people  of 
England  had  a  nght  to  complain  at  all,  was 
It  on  account  of  the  influx  of  tlie  impo- 
tent, the  blind,  the  hilpU*:HS,  and  the  ageil  ? 
Mo!  If  comphiint  was  jiistifietl  at  all  it 
j|9a  in  consequence  of  the  intrusion  of  the 


aUe  bodied.  He  trusted  tliat  relief  would 
be  given  to  the  poor  of  the  country ;  but 
he  feared  that  no  system  of  Poor*Iaws,  such 
at  least  as  that  which  seemed  generally 
contemplated,  would  prevent  the  able- 
bodied  labourers  from  emigrating. 

The  Marquess  of  Westmealh  was  of 
opinion,  in  accordance  with  the  views  of 
the  landlords  in  the  west  of  Ireland,  that 
if  the  [)eople  of  that  part  of  the  country 
remained  at  home  and  attended  to  their 
natural  callings,  iustead  of  to  politics,  there 
would  be  no  necessity  either  for  the  noble 
Duke  (Richmond)  or  the  noble  F^rl 
(Malmcsbury)  to  complain  of  the  influx  of 
tlie  Irish  labourers  into  this  countrv. 

The  Earl  of  Malmesbury  wished  to  say, 
in  explanation,  that  the  complaint  of  the 
agriculturists  of  this  country  was,  that  the 
land  here  had  to  bear  the  burdens  of  the 
poor  rate«  the  assessed  taxes,  and  land 
tax,  whilst  the  produce  of  Ireland,  as  well 
as  those  who  ought  to  be  the  consumers  of 
it,  was  transferred  to  this  country.  He 
did  not  wish  to  press  the  Government  to 
act  prematurely;  but  he  thought  that  if 
the  Ministers  were  to  say  whether  or  not 
they  would  introduce  a  measure  for  the 
relief  of  the  aged  and  infirm,  it  would  be 
most  satisfactory  to  the  people  of  this 
country. 

The  Marquess  of  Clanricarde  agreed 
with  those  who  thought  the  question  of 
the  employment  of  the  able-bodied  labour- 
ers was  perfectly  distinct  from  some  provi- 
sion for  the  starving  poor  of  Ireland.  He 
disagreed  with  those  who  thought  that  the 
influx  of  Irish  labourers  tended  to  impo- 
verish this  country ;  for  the  fact  was,  tuat 
the  most  comfortable  and  able-bodied  of 
the  Irish — the  cream,  in  fact,  of  the  men 
of  that  country — came  over  to  the  agricul- 
tural districts  of  this  country!;  and  when 
they  were  unable  to  procure  employment 
there,  repaired  to  the  manufacturing  towns, 
where  they  ccmtributed  their  share  to 
that  skill  and  industry  by  which  this  coun- 
try was  raised  to  its  present  state  of 
greatness. 

The  Duke  of  Richmond,  in  explanation, 
begged  to  sav^  that  the  chief  ground  on 
which  he  advocated  a  legal  provision  for 
the  poor  of  Ireland  was  that  of  humanity. 

TIte  Marquess  of  Lnnsdowne  did  not 
wish,  in  the  absence  of  his  noble  Friend 
(Lord  Melbourne),  to  protract  this  discus- 
Ki^m.  The  noble  Lords  opposite,  however, 
were  not  to  suj>p08C  that  iiecau.'e  the  Gc  - 
vernnient  did  not  ha*«tily  bring  forward 
any  measure  on   this  5vuhject  that  it  had 
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ey^pe^  iuisi*  atteotkn:,  &r  tltat  iLi^ir  auet>  Iiir  tutar  arrivaL  Had  iImt  aot  «m«ed  in 
t>>ri  wou<'i  t«ot  be-  b^:«l;/We'^  u^:-:  i:  iritl  i^iu^c  U/ atsiKi  jjj  iLe  harvest  the  csopb  would 
ul.  tLe  arixicty  wLicL  ua*.  dci:.^:.^ec  by  *^-  L^ve  u.^eu  iuht.  He  h^qied,  however,  that 
i!iip<^rtuui  U^iirli*;;.''  or.  tii».-  hat;.,  i-i:''  jrj.--  ij^-ij-.  ot  their  Lordships  wouhl  advacate  a 
ti' jI   <i>iifu<-»Lr  of   tu«.'  «';»•'»».-  ;*»;'•.. liHu:-  of    1  «x»r-niie  iur  Ireland  on  anv  Budi  bbciow 

iu^^^vv"   i:.  ilit  •|w.cs^    j^rwuiitl  a>  llus ;  bui  at  the  same  time  he 

wu^iii  exp^f^^  as  fervent   a  hc^,   tliat  no 
Kuucst   L:.^li.sb  Ldiuurer  slioiilt]  ever  sufier 


btr  <> •  i«;iu»! y  iij,pr  »p ,r 
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j>r«j>«i.<!  L<y  brii;^  f.jjv.url  aijy  uicu  urc  o:,  *  u\>\i.  m:  u\crst4>cied  lahour  market. 
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HOUSE  or  commons, 

Friday.  May  13,   1836. 

Uiw^z^J"    iiill.     Read  a  thifd  time: — ^DidilfB 


Mauccb,  fruni  variuu;:  PiMes,  iar  Ejceoqituip  Trvt 
I>t«(l5  frum  bump  Duties.— a>  nevenl  Mkmbbi 
yatiwts  pjaoes,  fur  tbe  BcOer  Oianvaifle  of  Uie 
— By  Mr.  Ikuhajs.  fitoni  St.  Hilda. 
&r  Durham  bill — By  Captain  F.  Bcrkkiat,  from  Ibe 
U^al  Profession  of  GioueeiteT.  fur  aBepeal oftbe  Dvty  on 
AUurue>£'  Onififtit.  By  Mi.  Smii»  awl  Sir  EvvrAao 
Ka'atchbuix,  from  the  OuardiaaK  of  the  IHMviii  £ast 
Kcst.  for  ao  Extmston  oT  Time  for  Uteyayia%  Mmey 
borrowed  tu  bulk)  WorUiouaes.--«y  Mr.  BAxwrnamAss, 
from  the  Coach  l^raprietonof  Gia^Dw,  fara  Rqiealcf  Ite 
Duty  oti  Poat-Uorwft  and  Cairia^i ;  and  from  ilaiihim, 
for  preventiag  Mcrebant  VeMek  from  beiag  weui  to  Sea  m 
au  oflfit  State.— B)-  Mr.  Psmbxaxok,  from  aipon. 
TraofCBrriDg  the  Buiiiias  of  the  Loeal  CooHa  to 
— ^By  several  Mkmbbbi>,  from  various  PImbe,  far  laqairy 
into  A^icultunl  Dictxesb — By  Sir  Edwabd  Kjcai 
froui  Cauterbury,  a^nvt  the  DenenU  and  Henolir 
By  t»ir  E.  Kmatchbdli^  from  Canterbury, 
Marriages  and  R^gistEatiana  of  Biitl^  fiilL 


t}i<    j.tjLjiii,    ;.ij(i   i,ot    \jCiU*^   prepafol.    li-:  , 
|jjuj>t    U'iniii,    li)   hlal'.  yl    what    particular  j 
tli<«(    fci.dj    a  jmuuic   wouH    be   brc  *ri.t  ! 
foiM'ai<l  — to  pr<;    iuto    a   ci xu.-'sl'jn    of  iii'. 
l^;pi<h    wliuli   iiiid  Uvn    iiilroduL-ed  in   tlit 
u>ui,v  of  lb<-  <U  baU..     Ah  he  bad  iaid,  tbis 

<^iltoU</n,    in    ith^J.mrul    bt-anilgS,   not  only     Petiijou.  |irebeni«d.    By  Mr.  Aik&woicth  aad  Mr.  Ra 

« n/^.ip:*  d  (bi-  aiLciitioa  of  Goverument, 
but  liny  booked  at  it  witb  the  view  of 
dtfinliiij^  auy  part  of  tli«.'  question  from  the 
wbi>b',  Upon  wbitb  it  iiiigbt  be  couwdcred 
UiJviAuM*.*  Ui  bgUIute  Itibtaiitancously.  He 
WoubJ  My,  tb.'it  it  was  iiu possible  to  propose 
any  ni(Mi»iirc  ojj  the  i»iilHcet  in  the  course  of 
tilt'  pii  Milt  liChblon,  without  con»i/krin^  its 
b<.oiii^«  on  every  part  of  the  question, 
purl  it-i  J  hilly  whtn  it  wuk  recollected  that 
ont-  i\A.^'  »U'p  with  ivp^itnl  to  a  meiu^ure 
whii'h  invoIv(dtheinteriN»tof  tlie  |x>pubtion 
of  1 1  (0111111  nii^ht  U*  the  ineauH  of  iucrcas- 
iii^  the  (11(114  iiltu'H  whh'li  IWliument  would 
hiivc  iibiniiiuly  to  confend  with.  It  was 
iitno  iiioaI  iiiijMHtaui,  that  before  any  mea- 
iiMic  H(tN  luluoied  the  iiiii(({estion8  which 
IkuI  Imui  iiuule  bi  the  valuable  lb'|)ort  of 
Iho  ('oMMiiiNNionerK  Nliouhl  bo  exlen.slvely 
ciii  iilaied  for  llie  uurposii*  of  obtaining  every 
fi|)(  •  i(  N  of  priu  tii  ul  iufonnution  with  respect 
to  il. 

JNu*  \'\\.ix\  of  IVlinhiUtui  would  not  press 
(III)  Ci(»vei'nnuiU  to  any  hasty  mea.sure  on 
ihlM  (picniioii.  Ho  would  not  take  any  other 
Ki'iiuud  in  advocating;  a  system  of  Poor-laws 
for  Ireland  than  the  sole  one  of  humanity. 
It  wtiM  obvious  that  want,  distress,  misery^ 
and  starvation,  existed  to  an  unparalleled 
do^hx*  in  that  country,  and  it  was  equally 
fthvious  that  ha<l  there  been  a  provision  for 
the  poor,  such  would  not  now  be  the  con- 
dition of  the  people.  With  regard  to  the 
Irish  labourers  who  came  over  here,  ]ic 
couhl  not  concur  in  the  opinion^  that  it 
was  injurious  to  England.  On  the  con- 
trary, it  was  in  many  instances  of  great 
advantage  to  this  country.  On  one  occa- 
sion, in  Lincolnshire,  when  tlic  labourers 
did  not  arrive  at  the  expected  time,  great 
apprehensions  were  entertained  for  the 
sitety  of  the  crops,  lent  they  could  not  be 
g<tt  in.  and  many  calciilalions  wero  made 
as  to  whether  the  weuthev  was  favourable 


CoN8TAfiui.ABr  (  Ibbi.anp).3  ViacouHt 
Morpeth  moved,  that  the  amendments  of 
the  Lords  to  the  Constabulary  (^Ireland) 
Dill  be  printed. 

Sir  George  Sinclair  considered  the  amend- 
ments which  had  been  made  in  this  Bill  by 
the  House  of  Lords  of  the  verv  hi«^est 
importance.  This  was  one  of  the  many 
occasions  when  it  became  the  House  weU 
to  consider^  and  the  country  duly  to  esti- 
mate^ the  many  advantages  they  derived 
from  the  independent  legislative  character 
and  constitutional  working  of  the  House  of 
Lords.  They  all  knew  in  what  state  this 
measure  had  been  sent  up  to  the  other 
House,  and  the  enormous  additional  ex* 
penses  it  proj)osed  to  entail  on  the  country 
for  the  nutintenance  of  the  constabulary  of 
Ireland  ;  but,  under  the  searching  investiga- 
tion to  which  the  Hill  had  been  subjected, 
those  expenses  had  greatly  been  diminbihed 
without  at  all  impairing  the  eflieiency  of 
that  force.  Those  amendments  had  at 
once  been  acceded  to  by  Ministers,  and  he 
hoped  no  objection  would  now  lie  otfered  to 
the  nrinting  of  the  schedules  in  their  ori* 
ginal  sha])e,  showing  the  ditlereiit  offices 
proposed  to  be  created,  with  the  salaries  a9 
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^be^  then  stood^  in  oontraustod  eoluintis, 
with  tlie  respeetive  offioet  and  salaries  as 
adopted  hy  tbe  Houtie  of  Lords.  The 
House  of  ixirdfi  had  on  this  occasion  done 
wliat  the  hon«  Member  for  Middlesex^  if 
he  had  not  slept  at  his  post,  should  have 
proposed^  He  wondered  why  that  hon. 
Member  had  suffered  tliose  offices,  and  the 
amount  of  salaries  attached  to  them,  so 
entirely  to  escape  his  notice  ;  and  he  trusted 
tlie  line  of  conduct  they  had  adopted  on  the 
present  ocKm&n  would,  at  length,  tend  to 
make  him  more  favourable  to  that  assembly 
by  whom  such  economical  measures  had 
been  carried  into  efiect. 

Viscount  Morpeth  did  not  see  how  the 
House  could  attend  to  the  recommendation 
tA  tlie  lion,  Jkronet.  He  bad  moved  that 
the  amendments  be  printed,  in  order  that 
the  House  might  be  more  competent  than 
at  present  to  form  an  opinion  as  to  their 
precise  beuring  and  character.  He  did 
not  despair  of  showing  on  a  future  occasion 
that  the  altcrntions  which  had  been  made 
in  the  Bill  did  not  afford  such  grounds 
for  commendation  as  the  bon«  Baronet  had 
bestowed  on  them* 

Criminal  Lawb.^  Sir  Eardlcij  Wilmot 
wished  to  wV  a  question  of  the  noble  I^ord 
the  Bccrctary  for  the  Home  Department. 
Some  time  ago  he  had  inquired  whether  it 
was  the  intention  of  the  Goveriimcut  to 
bring  in  a  measure  to  establish  summary 
tribunals  to  try  oflences  of  a  petty  descrip- 
tion. The  noble  Lonl  had  said,  that  the 
subject  was  then  under  the  consideration  of 
Government.  Since  that  time  u  Report  on 
the  state  of  Newgate  had  appeared^  which 
reconnuended  the  very  thing  which  he 
(Sir  E.  Wilmot)  endeavoured  to  suggest, 
via  ,  that  prisoners  should  be  tried  at  petty 
sessions  by  a  jury  of  five  or  seven.  He 
wished  to  know  whether  it  was  the  inten- 
tion of  the  Government  to  introduce  a  mea- 
•ure  on  the  subject  ? 

Lord  John  Husseil  said,  that  Government 
might  bring  in  a  Bill  on  this  subject  this 
Session,  but  at  the  same  time  he  would 
not  hold  out  any  great  hopes  that  he  would 
he  abe  to  carry  tne  second  reading  in  the 
present  Session. 

Sir  Eardlejf  Wilmot  would  bring  in  a 
measure  himself^  if  the  Government  would 
support  him — not  in  all  the  details,  but  on 
the  principle  of  it. 

RuRAii  Police.^  Sir  OstcaU  Mosieu 
wished  to  know  whether  his  M^jesty^ 
QQfffnoieai  had  U  wdtr  poosidentioo  to 
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bring  in  a  Bill  this  Session,  or  very  early  in 
the  next,  to  regulate  the  rund  police  ?  A 
measure  on  this  subject  was  veiy  much 
required,  and  the  country  felt  very  anxious 
that  it  should  be  passed. 

Lord  J(An  Russeilsaid,  that  a  Bill  was  in 
preparation  on  the  subject,  but  he  could  not 
say  tliat  he  should  bring  it  under  the  con. 
sideration  of.  the  House  this  Session.  If 
there  was  time  he  would  do  so,  but  it  would 
altogether  depend  upon  the  state  of  the 
public  business,  and  he  could  not  hold  out 
any  hopes  to  the  hon.  Gentleman. 

Commutation  of  Tithes  (England).] 
On  the  motion  of  Lord  John  Russell,  the 
House  went  into  Committee  on  the  Tithes 
Commutation  England  Bill. 

Mr.  Finch  rose  to  move,  as  an  amend- 
ment to  clause  34,  p.  1 3,  line  9,  the  words 
75/.  be  substituted  for  60L  In  doing  so 
the  hon.  Member  said,  that  upon  consider- 
ation he  should  waive  his  amendment,  and 
direct  his  observations  chiefly  to  the  clause. 
The  reason  why  he  moved  tiiat  in  the  placeof 
60/.  75L  should  be  inserted  was  a  conviction 
that,  if  a  balance  was  struck  between  the 
tithe  payers  and  owners,  75l.  would  be  the 
proper  amount.  There  was  a  variety  of 
opinions  upon  the  subject,  and  it  was,  there- 
fore, difficult  to  say  what  was  the  proper 
amount,  and  what  was  not.  He  could  not 
give  his  sanction  to  any  Bill  that  did  not 
proceed  upon  the  principle  of  equity.  The 
only  principle  with  which  the  people  ought 
to  be  satisfied  and  would  be  satisfied  was 
the  principle  of  strict  and  substantial  just- 
ice. It  had  been  said  that  the  public  were 
interested  in  this  Bill,  but  he  contended 
that  the  Bill  did  not  affect  the  rights  or 
property  of  the  people  at  all ;  it  went  merely 
to  arrange  matters  between  the  tithe-owner 
and  the  landed  proprietor.  He  was  sure 
the  landed  proprietors  of  England — he  was 
sure  the  landed  aristocracy  of  England, 
desired  not  to  take  one  sixpence  from  the 
clergy  of  the  Established  Church.  If  they 
passed  this  Bill  how  could  they  resist  the 
principle  of  appropriation  involved  in  the 
Irish  Church  Bill  ?  He  should,  therefore, 
feel  it  is  duly  to  give  the  clause  his  decided 
opposition. 

Mr.  Estcourt  concurred  in  the  obserT»« 
tions  of  the  hon.  Member  who  had  last 
spoken.  He  believed  the  noble  Lord  would 
shortly  find,  that,  instead  of  attempting  a 
maximum  and  minimum,  he  should  have 
adopted  the  suggestion  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Cumberland^  and  ba?e  had  immna  Iq 
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Mr.  ParroH  conceired,  that  nieb  h  pro- 
poiidon  would  produce  confusion  through- 
out the  entire  country,  and  create  enormous 
expense.  He  had  hoped,  that  the  minimum 
would  have  heen  fittf  instead  of  fsaiy  per 
cent.  In  his  opinion^  tithes  were  not  worth 
more  than  they  would  produce  in  money, 
after  deducting  the  expense  of  collection. 
He  would  reserve  to  himself  the  power  of 
objecting  to  the  entire  clause  hereafter. 

Mr.  GauUmm  did  not  see  why  a  special 
provision  should  be  made  for  those  canes  in 
which  tbecollection  exceeded  the  maximum, 
while  no  special  provision  was  made  for 
those  cases  where  the  collection  was  less 
than  the  minimum.  There  was  no  re- 
ciprocity in  this  instance. 

Mr.  Esicmtrt  said  there  were  many  cases 
where  the  collection  did  not  amount  to  10 
per  cent*  There  was  no  provbion  for  such 
a  case. 

Mr.  Charles  Buller  would  8Up|)ort  the 
amendment,  for  lie  did  not  think  that  the 
minimum  and  maximum  would  do  justice 
either  to  the  tithe-owner  or  the  tithe-iiajer. 

Sir  Robert  Pee/ understood,  that  the  33rd 
and  S4th  clauses  involved  the  main  princi- 
ples of  the  Bill— that  the  compulsory  prin- 
ciple should  be  enforced,  and  that  the 
maximum  and  minimum  should  be  fixed. 
fie  would  suggest,  that  the  discussion  upon 
these  points  should  be  postponed,  and  he 
hoped  the  noble  Lord  would  not  conceive 
that  in  making  any  suggestion  of  this  sort 
there  was  any  concession  on  the  part  of 
himself  or  those  who  acted  with  him.  It 
appeared  to  him  that  no  answer  had  been 
given  to  the  objections  urged  as  to  the 
maximum  and  minimum  of  the  last  seven 
years.  According  to  the  plan  now  proposed 
the  amount  of  commutation  would  depend 
in  many  cases  on  the  past  lenity  and  for- 
bearance of  the  clergyman,  and  it  would 
be  unfair  that  his  forbearance  should  tend 
to  his  disadvantage.  He  thought  in  the  ar- 
rangfsment  the  voluntary  principle  should 
bo  included.  There  were  two  objections 
to  the  clause,  and  the  mode  of  fixing  the 
maximum  and  minimum  it  proposed.  The 
first  wa^  that  parishes  might  be  taxed  so  as 
to  have  a  practical  operation  of  inequality. 
I-Ie  would  sup|K)se  a  case  in  point  of  two 
conti^oua  parishes;  one  with  a  lenient 
pastor  who  took  only  57  per  cent,  the 
other  with  a  pastor  who  exacted  the  full 
75  per  cent.  Now  by  the  mode  proposed 
in  the  clause  th«  parish  paying  the  lesser 
sum  would  bo  equalised  with  that  paying 
the  greater,  and  thua  au  iiijustice  would  be 
done  it*     The  incomo  or  ona  would  b^ 


diminished  while  the  other  would  receive 
the  full  value.  The  second  was  thb,  a 
man  might  expend  his  capital  on  bad  land, 
so  as  to  make  it  productive,  while  another, 
having  little  or  no  capital,  was  unable  to 
make  productive  land  pay  its  expenses. 
Tbe  mode  of  taking  the  maximum  or  minL 
mum  in  regard  to  these  was  evidently  a 
defective  one.  He  should  suggest  that,  in 
place  of  Commissionefs,  valuers  Aonld  be 
appointed,  as  under  the  Eodoeore  Act,  to 
determine  matters  in  dispute^  and  when  the 
valuers  could  not  agree  he  would  call  in 
some  man  of  weight  and  character  as  umpire 
between  the  parishes  and  the  incumbent  or 
appropriator. 

Lord  «/.  Russefl  said,  that  he  oonndeied 
the  basis  on  which  the  clause  was  founded 
a  fair  one,  as  it  was  calculated  to  produce 
so  little  disturbance.  To  the  principle  of 
that  baids  he  felt  himself  bound  to  adhere. 

Mr.  Biamire  said,  he  was  anxious,  before 
the  discussion  upon  the  clause  terminated, 
to  address  a  few  words  to  the  House  upon 
it.  He  thought  the  plan  of  the  noble  Lord 
for  establizihiiig  a  maximum  and  a  minimum 
was,  at  any  rate,  a  must  questionable  po- 
licy. Considerable  expense  was  incurred 
in  settling  these  matters^  and  there  were 
very  few  cases  in  which  you  could  fix  the 
exact  sum  that  ought  to  be  paid.  If  it  was 
to  be  fixed  by  the  Assistant-Commiffiiaiicr, 
he  would  have  a  most  dangerous  power  in- 
trusted to  him,  since  he  was  not  obliged  to 
ffive  publicity  to  his  calculations,  and  that 
oiscretionary  power  ought  to  be  checked 
by  a  local  Board.  He  conceived,  that  the 
voluntary  part  of  this  Bill  would  be  gladly 
acceded  to  by  the  country;  and  with  re* 
spect  to  the  compulsory  part  of  it,  time 
ought  to  be  given  to  deal  with  the  more 
difficult  cases.  He  recommended  the  House 
to  pass  no  law  which  would  press  hardly 
on  individuals,  but  to  wait  and  sec  the  re. 
suits  of  this  measure,  and  then  they  could 
come  bjck  to  Parliament  and  amend  this 
Bill,  if  necessary.  The  Commissiooers 
would  have  acquired  a  more  intimate 
knowledge  of  the  intricate  cases  that  would, 
arise,  and  the  House  would  be  better  pie- 
pared  to  legislate  on  the  subject.  At  any 
rate,  he  should  be  glad  to  aee  the  plan  oif 
the  noUe  Lord  with  respect  to  a  minimum 
and  maximum  abandoned. 

Mr«  Finch's  amendment  was  with« 
drawn. 

An  amendment  proposed  ^' 
rimgioH,  to  the  efert  that 
Commissioners  should  hear 
decide,  dti*  *  n  appeil, 
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than  50/.  nor  more  than  60/.  should  be 
awarded,  was  postponed. 

Mr.  ParroU  proposed  a  proviso  to  the 
Clause,  enacting  that  in  fixing  the  perma* 
nent  tithe«composition  a  reduction  of  10/. 
per  cent,  should  be  made  from  the  average 
value  ascertained  by  the  Commissioners. 

llie  Committee  divided  on  the  amend- 
ment:—^yes  88;  Noes  73— Majority  S5. 

List  of  the  Ayes. 

Iliodley,  C. 
Hodges,  T.  L* 


Aglionby,  II.  R. 
Alston,  R. 
Baines,  C. 
Bamaid,  E.  G. 
Bewes,  T. 
Blamire,  W. 
Bo  wrings  Dr. 
Bridgeman,  II. 
Brotherton,  J. 
Cayley,  E.  S. 
Collier,  T. 
Crawford,  W.  S. 
CurteiSy  £.  B. 
Curteis,  H.  B. 
Duncorabe,  T.  S. 
Elphinstone,  II. 
Gillon,  W.  D. 
Grote,  G, 
Uawes,  B. 
Ileathcoat,  T. 


Leonard,  T.  B. 
Marsland,  H. 
Mullins,  F.  W. 
Mnsgrave,  Sir  R. 
0*BrieD,  C. 
Potter,  R. 
Power,  T. 
Pryooe,  G. 
Richards,  T. 
Sluart,  V. 
Talbot,  J.  II. 
Thornely,  T. 
Verney,  Sir  11. 
Warburton,  H. 
Williams,  W. 
WiUiams,  W.  A. 

T£LLEa. 

Parrott,  J. 


On  the  question  that  the  clause  stand 
part  of  the  Bill,  • 

Mr.  fVrighlson  moved,  that  it  be  omitted. 
He  was  extremely  unwilling  to  interpose 
any  obstacle  in  the  way  of  a  measure  of  so 
much  importance,  for  the  introduction  of 
which  80  much  credit  was  due  to  his  Ma- 
jesty's Government ;  but  he  felt  so  satisfied 
that  the  clause  could  never  oome  into  ope- 
ration in  a  useful  or  satisfactory  manner, 
that  he   was  bound  to  oppose  it.     The 
33rd   clause   contained   within    itself   all 
the   material    principles   involved  in  the 
present  one;  and  he  considered  it  quite 
unnecessary  to  introduce  a  second  principle, 
applicable  to  the  same  point,  the  only  effect 
of  which  would  be,  to  commit  a  very  gross 
injustice  against  a  large  class  of  persons,  by 
disturbing  the  existing  compositions,  on 
the  ^th  of  which  land  had  been  let  tithe- 
free  on  the  one  hand,  and  taken  on  the 
other.    The  principle  he  wished  to  sub- 
stitute had  been  adopted  again  and  again 
in  former  commutations  of  tithe.    To  i£ow 
the  injustice  of  that  proposed  by  his  Ma. 
jesty's  Ministers,  he  need  only  refer  to  the 
evidence  of  one  witness,  examined  before 
the  Committee  on  agriculture,  the  amount 
of  whose  composition  for  tithe  was  at  pre- 
sent Ss»  an  acre,  who  stated,  that  if  his 
tithe  were  taken  in  kind  it  would  amount 
to  noro  dum  bis  veo^^o  no  hta,  pedu^ 


than  40f.  an  acre.    He  would  only  add, 
thal^in  those  parU  of  the  country  in  which  \ 
this  clause  was  understood,  thare  was  a 
vary  strong  feelin||  against  it.    They  had 
not,  however,  petiuoned  upon  Uie  sulject, 

S referring  to  leave  the  matter  to  the  wis- 
om  and  justice  of  Parliamentj  in  which 
they  placed  a  confidence,  which  he  hoped 
woula  not  be  disappointed.  There  oould 
be  no  necessity  whatever  for  the  present 
clause.  The  tithe-owners  at  present  en- 
joyed a  greater  sum  than  they  had  ever 
enjoyed  before ;  and  they  would  hereafter 
enjoy  a  larger  sum  than  they  oould  have 
possessed  under  the  existing  law,  or  ever 
hop^  to  possess.  The  hon.  Member  con- 
cluded by  moving  the  omission  of  the 
clause. 

Mr.  Galiy  Knight  stated,  that  if  Clause 
34  was  affreed  to,  it  would  defeat  the 
object  of  the  clauses  already  adopted.  If 
this  part  of  the  measure  was  adopted  it 
would  not  give  that  satisfaction  to  the 
country  which  should  be  the  result  of  a 
Bill  on  this  subject.  He  would  support 
the  amendment. 

Mr.  Cayley  had  no  hesitation  in  telling 
the  noble  Lord,  that  if  he  did  not  modify 
this  clause  he  would  destroy  the  principle 
of  the  Bill,  which,  no  doubt,  he  was  most 
anxious  to  carry.  If  he  persisted  on  this 
part  of  the  Bill,  he  (Mr.  Cayley)  would 
tell  the  noble  Lord  that  he  wouH  lose  the 
support  of  those  who  were  most  anxious 
that  the  principle  of  commutation  should 
be  carried  into  effect.  Hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  were  anxious  to  keep  up  those 
]mrts  of  the  Bill  which  appeared  most 
favourable  to  the  Church ;  but  would  this 
satisfy  those  prepared  to  carry  out  a  satis- 
factory measure }  He  thought  this  was  a 
pohit  on  which  hon.  Members  should  make 
a  stand. 

The  SoUcitor^General  said,  that  as  the 
question  had  been  so  often  discussed  under 
one  form  or  another,  he  should  only  offer 
one  observation  as  to  the  ground  on  which 
he  continued  to  prefer  Clause  34,  as  it 
stood  in  the  Bill,  to  any  of  the  amendments 
which  had  been  proposed.  He  entirely 
agreed  with  his  hon.  Friend,  the  Member 
for  Northallerton  (Mr.  Wrightson),  that 
the  same  principle  was  to  be  found  in  the 
33rd  Clause.  He  thought  that  they  ought 
to  seek  to  do  justice  to  the  titfae^wners, 
on  the  principle  on  which  their  rights  were 
founded,  and  not  on  any  imaginary  suff* 
gestions  which  might  be  thrown  oat.  He 
objected  to  the  proposition  of  bis  hon. 
Friend,  because  it  did  not  attempt  to  pro- 
vide £nr  those  cases  in  wUdh  tbs  standard 
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a  rale»  It  si^^  be  aid  that  exHedie 
cases  sbimM  be  left  Id  tke  dedsian  of  tlie 
Coflunisswii,  bat  be  eoiiki  not  coosent  to 
this  pcoDoan]^  whkh  wouM  open  a  door  Sat 
unbounded  EtigatHMi»  inaiMiK*  as  no  ge- 
nital pdncipk  was  kal  down  to  xegoLne 
tbeir  awaid. 

Mr.  H'Uliam  Miks  opposed  tbe  eknae. 
He  would  su»st»  tbait  in  aH  cues  wbere 
the  amount  ot  titbe  under  die  commutn- 
tion  was  below  ^  mininmni,  it  dioubi  be 
kA  to  tb«  Jedsion  of  Ae  ConwiwAiw^ 
with  the  liffht  of  appeal  to  a  saperior  tzi- 
bunaU  and  ^t  the  costs  dbould  be  borne 
by  the  losing  partT« 

The  Conuttittee  divided  on  the  ipestaon 
that  the  clause  as  amended  stand  part  of 
the  Bill; — Ayes  TS  ;  Noes  70— MajoritT  S. 

The  Mouse  nsunKd^— The  Conmiiitee 
I9$it  a|putt» 


^m^m»»» 
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VViitKMk»|t0iMMiW»    ay  <i«««nt  X«*b*  t«>ftM»  fton  Tafioas 

HM  .U>>  VtiUM  bM(  HlMykM.^^  tin}  K^i  vH*  !IVIUaM«R9If . 
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ment  of  this  BilL  I  am  pcepoied  to  niOTe 
the  lecommitnient  of  this  Bill  for  the  jrar- 
poae  of  showing  the  icspe^  I  entertain  for 
the  ddiberatioos  of  the  other  House  of 
FndiaHMnty  whiidi  sent  up  this  measure  for 
our  consideratkin.  It  is  in  this  sense  alone 
I  beg  it  sny  be  distinctly  undentood,  that 
I  bdieve  it  to  be  my  duty  to  more  the  re- 
t  of  the  BiU— it  wiU  be  in  this 
ak»e  that  I  shall  (should  the  noUe 
and  learned  Lord  not  do  so)  move  the  Bill 
through  the  remaining  stages  it  has  to  pass 
in  this  House.  I  repeat,  that  as  the  noble 
and  Ipamfd  Lord  de<£nes  to  make  the 
motJoB,  I  ^lall  certainly  more  the  Bill  both 
in  its  present  and  future  stages  ;  but  I  wish 
it  to  be  undeistood,  that  in  so  doing  I  do 
not  adopt  either  tie  piinc^iies  or  the  details 
of  the  Bin — lor  both  principies  and  details 
kaTe  been  «**"g^  since  it  came  into  this 
House — and  that  I  only  take  this  step  for 
the  purpose  of  affording  to  the  other  House 
of  F^irliament  an  opportunity  of  considering 
if  it  is  able  to  reeogniae  the  identity  of  their 
Bill  in  that  whid&  diall  be  returned  to 


Lord  L^ndhmnt:  I  beg  to  assure  the 
noble  Man^uesB^  that  I  meant  to  show  him 
no  discourtesr  in  declining  to  accord  to  his 
evident  wush.  that  I  diould  take  upon  myself 
the  movin^^  the  Order  of  the  Day.  I 
nuerehr  desred  that  the  ordinary  course  of 
pniceeding  should  be  adopted  upon  the 
present  oocasbn,  and  that  as  the  measure 
which  &cBis  the  subject  of  this  discusaoo 
(irigmaliy  made  itsappeasance  in  this  House 
on  dbe  tntrodiBetioift  of  a  Member  of  the  Go* 
'CW  M;.u%(uv<»  vM'  L^in^it9ttH< :  Seeing  the  |  lenunent^  it  ^louhi  be  asovcd  through  its 
¥^Mw'  M^  Iv^Hvd  t^  V  ^'^  l'VudhuR$t  aeveral  stages  uzaksr  the  saaK  man^ement. 
iu  (bv  tWN«.\  <uk1  ^HxvMi)^  thut  i/ne  Ki(  Xh^  Mj^^uess  of  Clmmkwrde :  I  do  not 
(Kv  Ukwi  uu(vi'UH4  ot  ('w  Ottlci:^  ^^  tbcj  rise  to  oppuse  the  saotkn  lor  the  recom. 
t\\\\  U  ihv  wsvaimictttv^c  vH'  a  Bill  which !  autment  of  th£»  E31.  At  die  same  time  I 
v\  villi  v'«4Uv\l  A  t'^iU  lU  (hv  Ivctvt  Kciicuuib^  tttttst  saT»  thatsaost  uxaAoabtedly  if  it  comes 
tuMA  v4  \1uuk«^mJI  vVt^NHHCiOiK^  Uk  lixkimi.  txvoi  tbe  Committee  in  de  shape  it  now 
^  NhsHild  Iv  vtv^Aivucv  >/i^  kviMuir^  tV\ntt  tue  ^peacs  likely  k  will  he  ssade  to  aasume,  it 
iK'Mv  v^*4  lvw«is\l  tvH^  >«ihc{iicr«  as  he  ^oaii  meet  from  bk  with  all  the  opposition  a 
WvNWvxMox  kSv  bs^Kt  w^iuttt  tv>  chc  ttfeC4*tt  \H  >'crytiumbleMemberofthsAssemhlycan^re 
h«^\u4^  ^v'iKUvxi  the  iH<«i>uiv\  W  ituvm^  it.  I  tske*  the  SKasore  ^  it  now  stands  to 
HiJUAv  'i.  vH  vvhvthc*'  iw  wuNiK^  itKN  tv  ui\/*e  X'  Jt  piwitive  insult  to  ^he  people  of  Ireland. 
^<V  Ivii;  ihu'it,;^  ^x  r'uuhvi  \t  i^vN^  Ld  ^ace  ef  betmr  asaewded,  the  BUI  baa 

^Hvl  .*  #i»M /<.%/. v»  iw  \y:\K\  \\>  iN^  Hoblv  ^*tt  cu  rifely  ^tered — altered  in  its  pan* 
M.^.i^uvw  I  'Kivc  vMj\  u>  \A>»  '.NtU  U  bvs  v»r  ct(^tct  .imi  ^tered  in  itsdetaib^  while  the 
i4,4\  vs.Vi  Vlv^iiV*  \>i  ii><  V'^»^viumc{U^  will  tjerv^ikiiii:^  pciucipie  of  everr  change  ^f 
uAv'vv^  ',:v  JsNvHwm.ituyiu  oi  Uv  l<iil  ii>t  iiic  jeeti  uto;  3tCdt  mistaken  viewof  policy  ever 
Hi\iv4  \\*^u.u.*K'u  N»4  -av  MuuKt^Hki  v';/i^^%K    xcv   j/ropiwed  to  the  Le^slatsre  lor  adop* 

vviv.^.u  «;uvuUu4N\t.N                                         I  L»>cti  lumzhurM:  I   think  that   as  wd 

iv  Mu.v|uvoo^  ^s  .*.  '.A.viU'i*  *K* '  VV*>,  w*  -lave  muue  :»me  pcoirress  with  the  BiQ  in 

t  '%vi\,  »A  -w  *K'v<v  uixi  .ca^iiyU  t.»iU  >«^^4u^  Cj*i»mtttve>  che  better  cooese  would  be  to 

Vv^  .Vi.X  >t  \  u  V  «;u:v  V  iv  xiov  I  dm  uii^,  ;{u  .ar»m^a  the  ^-iritrtug  "Vf^.  ***^  tbm 

4v>iM^S^  ;<'«VtN^v4  w  '4iw^v  ^>i  ;wvutuuu,  '^iku  ^itit  aiaai^Hift  mm  thg  tUsd  rariina 
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If  ibis  coune  meets  the  wishes  of  the  noble 
Marquess,  I  shall  be  quite  ready  to  propose 
my  amendments. 

The  Marquess  of  Lansdowne  :  In  order 
that  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  may  remove 
the  imperfections  which  are  to  be  found  in 
the  Bill  as  it  has  been  reconstructed,  I  now 
mon^e  that  the  House  resolve  itself  into  Com. 
mittee.  In  doing  so,  however,  I  must  say, 
that  I  entirely  concur  in  the  observations 
which  have  fallen  from  the  noble  Marquess 
near  me,  and  I  shall  be  ready  to  afford  him 
my  support  in  the  opposition  he  meditates 
giving  to  the  Bill  in  its  future  stages. 

The  House  resolved  itself  into  Com- 
mittee. 

Upon  the  suggestion  of  Lord  Lyndhurst, 
the  Committee  commenced  its  proceedings 
by  supplying  several  technical  omissions  in 
the  clauses  already  considered. 

On  the  65th  Section  which  provides  for 
Recorders,  being  read, 

Lord  Lyndhurst,  in  answer  to  a  question 
from  a  noble  Lord,  said  that  it  was  his  in. 
tention,  on  the  Report  being  brought  up, 
to  move  that  Belfast  and  Londonderry 
should  have  Recorders.  He  did  not  do  so 
on  that  occasion,  because  such  a  motion 
would  take  the  House  by  surpri^. 
On  the  6'8th  Clause  being  proposed. 
The  Lord  Chancellor,  in  support  of  an 
amendment  which  he  had  suggested,  to  the 
effect  as  we  understood,  that  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  should  be  enabled  to  oblige  -any 
Recorder  having  a  seat  in  Parliament  to  the 
proper  performance  of  the  duties  of  his 
office,  stated,  that  his  only  object  in  pro- 
posing such  an  alteration  was,  that  a 
Recorder  so  circumstanced  should  not  in 
future  be  left  the  option  of  performing  his 
Parliamentary  duties,  but  that  his  judicial 
functions  should  be  attended  to  before 
those  which  attached  to  him  as  a  Member 
of  Parliament. 

The  Earl  of  Roden  protested  against  the 
Recorders  being  disqualified  to  occupy  a  seat 
in  Parliament,  by  an  amendment  such  as 
that  which  had  been  proposed.  If  it  were 
not  considered  right  that  the  Recorders 
should  be  allofved  to  sit  in  Parliament, 
there  ought  to  be  a  substantive  motion  made 
to  that  effect. 

The  Duke  of  Richmond  said,  it  was  his 
intention,  on  the  third  reading  of  the  Bill, 
to  move  a  specific  clause  to  the  effect,  that 
Recorders  should  not  be  allowed  to  sit  in 
Parliament. 

The  Clauses  of  the  Bill  having  been  all 
tead  and  agreed  to, 

The  Mfu^uess  of  Lamdonme  obo^rved, 


that  it  would  be  desirable  that  the  Bill 
should  go  down  to  the  House  of  Commons 
before  the  holidays;  and  premising  that 
their  Lordships  were  disposed  to  grant  the 
same  allowance  with  respect  to  the  holi- 
days as  the  House  of  Commons,  and  con- 
sidering the  disinclination  which  their 
Lordships  had  to  sit  on  Thursday,  he  took 
it  for  granted  that  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  (Lord  Lyndhurst)  would  have  no 
objection  to  have  the  Report  of  the  Bill 
brought  up  to -morrow,  and  the  third 
reading  taken  on  Wednesday. 

Lord  Lyndhurst  said,  that  he  had  framed 
the  amendments  which  had  been  proposed 
in  order  to  consult  the  convenience  of  their 
Lordships,  but  that  with  respect  to  the 
third  reading  of  the  Bill,  he  had  no  more 
to  do  with  that  than  any  other  noble  Lord. 

The  Marquess  of  Lansdowne :  It  was  his 
intention  to  move  the  third  reading  of  the 
Bill  exclusively  for  the  purpose  of  giving 
the  House  of  Commons  an  opportunity  of 
knowing  how  their  Lordships  had  dealt 
with  the  Bill  which  was  sent  up  from  that 
House. — Subject  dropped. 


HOUSE   OF    COMMONS, 
Monday,  May  16,   1836. 

MrNOTis.]  Bills.  Read  a  fitst  time  s— Consolidated  Fund  I 
Parish  Vestries. 

Petitions  pTesentcd.  By  Mr.  Scholkfibld,  from  the  Ped« 
linton  Building  Sodcty,  for  Exempting  Building  Societies 
fiom  the  operation  of  the  Stamp  Duties'  BiH 

Dublin  Election.]  Mr.  John  Max- 
well, chairman,  brought  up  the  report  of 
the  Dublin  Election  Committee,  which  he 
read  to  the  House  as  follows  :  — 

"That  Daniel  O'Connell,  esq.,  was  not 
daly  elected  a  citizen  to  serve  in  this  present 
ParliatneDt  for  the  city  of  Dublin. 

"That  Edward  Southwell  Ruthven,  esq, 
was  not  duly  elected  a  citizen  to  serve  in  this 
present  Parliament  for  the  city  of  Dublin. 

'^  That  George  Alexander  Hamilton,  esq.,  is 
duly  elected,  and  ought  to  have  been  returned 
a  citizen  to  serve  in  this  present  Parliament  for 
the  city  of  Dublin. 

"That  John  Beattie  West,  esq.,  is  duly 
elected,  and  ought  to  have  been  returned  to 
serve  in  this  present  Parliament  for  the  city  of 
Dublin. 

"  That  the  petition  of  Robert  Kin^,  John 
Mallet,  and  otners,  in  the  opinion  of  this  Com- 
mittee, is  not  frivolous  or  vexatious,  and  that 
the  opposition  to  the  said  petition  does  not 
appear  to  the  Committee  to  be  frivolous  or 
vexatious. 

<«Tbat  these  resolutions  be  forthwith  i%^ 
ported  to  the  House/' 
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Bonham,  R.  Francis 
Bowringy  Dr. 
Brady,  D.  C. 
Bridgman,  Hewitt 
Brocklehurst,  J. 
Brother  ton,  J. 
Brownrigg,  J.  S. 
Browne,  R.  D. 
Bruce,  Lord  £. 
Bruce,  C.  L.  C. 
Byng,  George 
Calcraft,  J.H. 
Canning,  Sir  S. 
Cavendish,  hon.  G.  II. 
Chalmers,  P. 
Chaplin,  Col. 
Chapman,  Aaron 
Chisholm,  A. 
ClementSi  Viscount 
Codrtngton,  Sir  E. 
Colborne,  N.  W.  it. 
Crawford,  W.  S, 
Crawford,  W. 
Dalbiac,  Sir  C* 
Darlington,  Earl  of 
Denison,  J. 
Divett^  B, 
Dunbar,  George 
Duncombe,  T.  S. 
Dundas,  J.  D. 
Ebrington,  Lord 
Elley,  Sir  J. 
Ellice,  E. 
Ewart,  W. 
Fazakerley,  N. 
Fector,  John  Mi  net 
Fergus,  Jolm 
Ferguson,  Sir  R. 
Ferguson,  Robert 
Ferguson,  G. 
Finch,  George 
Fleetwood,  Peter  H. 
Forster,  Charles  S. 
Gaskell,  J.  M. 
Gaskell,  Daniel 
Gillon,  W.  D. 
Gladstone,  Thomas 
Goulburn,  Sergeant 
Greisley,  Sir  II. 
Grey,  Sir  Geo.,  Bart* 
Grote,  G. 
•   Quest,  J.  J. 
Hall,  B. 
Handley,  H. 
Hardinge,  Sir  II. 
Hardyi  J. 

Harland,  W.  Charles 
IIasti«i  A. 
Hawkins,  J.  IL 
Ilaoior,  C.  J. 
Ilenniker,  Lord 
IJindley,  C. 
Hobhouse,  Sir  J.  C. 
Ilodgfi,  T.  L, 
1iop9,  hon,  James 
Ilownrdi  P.  H. 

)lu|hfi|  Uvghti 


Home^  J* 
Humphrey,  John 
Ilurst,  R.  H. 
Jervis,  John 
Johnston,  Andrew 
Kearsley,  J.  H. 
Knightley,  Sir  C, 
Labouchere,  Henry 
Lee,  John  Lee 
Lefroy,  Anthony 
Lennox,  Lord  G. 
Lennox,  Lord  A* 
Lincoln,  Earl  of 
Loch,  James 
Lowther,  Col.  H.  C. 
Lushington^Dr.  S. 
Mackenzie,  S. 
Mackinnon,  W.  A. 
Maclean,  Donald 
Macleod,  R. 
M'Taggart,  J. 
Maijoribanks,  S. 
Marsland ,  Henry 
Maule,  Hon.  Fox 
Methuen,  Paul 
Morpeth,  Lord 
Morrison,  J. 
Mosley,  Sir  O.,  Bart. 
Musgrave,  Sir  R. 
Nagle,  Sir  R. 
North,  Frederick 
O'Connell,  J. 
O'Connell,  M.  J. 
O'Connell,  Morgan 
Oliphant,  Lawrence 
0'Loghlen,M. 
Packe,  C.  W. 
Paget,  Frederick 
Parker,  John 
Parnell,  Sir  H. 
Pattison,  J. 
Pease,  J. 
Pendarves,  E.  W. 
Philips,  Mark 
Philips,  G.  R. 
Pluiikett,  R. 
Pollen,  Sir  J.,  Bart. 
Poller,  R. 

Poiilter,  John  Sayer 
Roche,  D. 
Roebuck,  J.  A. 
Ilundle,  J. 
Sandon,  Lord 
Scholefield,  J. 
Scott,  Sir  E.  D. 
Scrope,  George  P. 
Sharpe,  General 
Strutt,  Edward 
Stuart,  Lord  James 
Stuart,  V. 

Thompson,  Colonel 
Thoraeey,T. 
Tooke,  W. 
Turner,  Wm. 
Vesey,  Hon.  Thomas 
VilUert,  C. 
Vivian,  J.  H, 


Wakley,  T. 

Walker^  Richard 
Wallace,  R. 
Wason,  R. 
Wigney,  Isaac  N. 
Wilbraham,  G. 

LUl  of 

Bethell,  Richard 
Bradshaw,  James 
BuUer,SirJ.  B.Yarde 
Estcourt,  Thos.  S.  B. 
Forbes,  Wm* 
Jackson,  Sergeant 
Murray,  John  Arch. 
Nicholl,  Dr. 
Pringle,  A. 


Williams,  W.  A. 
Wrottesley,  Sir  J. 
Young,  J. 

TELLERS. 

Hay,  Sir  A.  L. 
Stanley,  E.  J. 

Ihe  Noes. 

Pryme,  George 
Rae,  Sir  Wm.,  Bart. 
Ross,  Charles 
Sheppard,  T. 
Trevor,  Hon.  Arthur 
Wemyss,  Capt. 

TELLERS. 

Clerk,  Sir  G.,  Bart. 
Campbell,  Sir  J. 


Aberdeen  Schools.]]  Mr.  Bannerman 
rose  in  pursuance  of  notice  to  move  to  refer 
back  the  Aberdeen  Schools  Bill  to  the 
Select '  Committee  which  bad  already  re- 
ported upon  it.  The  hon.  Member  called 
the  attention  of  the  House  to  the  vicious 
system  of  legislation  and  to  the  party  spirit 
prevailing  in  Select  Committees.  He  hoped 
to  be  allowed  to  state  a  few  circumstances 
connected  with  the  measure  which  he 
thought  would  place  the  subject  in  a  clearer 
point  of  view,  and  show  that  he  was  ju sti- 
lled in  the  course  he  recommended.  A  dis- 
cussion had  occurred  on  the  second  reading 
of  the  Bill,  and  if  it  had  been  thrown  out 
by  a  decision  against  the  principle,  much 
trouble  and  expense  would  have  been 
saved ;  but  upon  a  division  it  was  carried 
by  a  majority  of  46.  The  House  had  thus 
decided  in  favour  of  the  principle  of  the 
measure — a  most  important  principle  to 
Scotland — ^and  the  clauses  were  sent  to  a 
Select  Committee  for  its  determination 
upon  them.  None  of  the  facts  were  dis- 
puted in  the  Committee,  but  the  hon. 
Member  for  Harwich,  with  that  honesty 
and  candour  which  distinguished  his  votes 
and  proceedings,  admitted  that  the  Bill 
was  to  be  opposed  because  it  contained 
appropriation  on  a  small  scale.  Nobody 
had  disputed  the  testimony  of  the  Lord 
Provost  of  Aberdeen,  who  was  the  only 
witness,  no  further  evidence  being  con- 
sidered nece.<isary ;  but  it  was  said,  that  the 
Bill  contained  an  appropriation  clause,  and 
that  for  that  reason  it  could  not  be  passed 
into  law.  By  a  majority  of  twelve  to 
eight  the  Committee  decided,  that  the  pre- 
amble  had  not  been  proved;  and  if  he 
(Mr.  Bannerman)  were  able  to  establish 
that  that  decision  was  wrong,  he  appre- 
hended it  would  be  enough  to  warrant  his 
motion.  He  expressed  his  strong  sense 
of  the  impropriety  of  the  oonduot  m  Xhoiff 
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Li$i  of  the  Ati8« 


AchesoD,  Viscount 
Aglionby,  H.  A. 
Ainsworth,  P. 
Altwoody  Thomatt 
Bngshaw,  John 
Baring,  F.  T. 
Barnard,  £.  O. 
Barron,  U.W. 
Bellew,  Rich.  M. 
Bewes,  T. 
Biddalph,  Robert 
Bish,  Thomas 
BUckburne,  John 
Bianiire,  W. 
Blunt,  Sir  Charles  R. 
Bowring,  Dr. 
Brady,  D.  C. 
Bridgman,  Hewitt 
Brocklehurst,  J. 
Brotherton,  J. 
Browne,  R.  D. 
Bolwer,  II.  L. 
Byng,  George 
Byng,  G.  S. 
Campbell,  Sir  J. 
Cavendish,  hon.  G.  II. 
(^halroers^  P. 
Chapman,  M.  L. 
Chichester,  J.  P.  B. 
Clay,  William 
Clements,  Viscount 
Codrington,  Sir  B« 
Coiborne^  N.  W.  R. 
Cowper,  hon*  W.  F. 
Crawford,  W,  S. 
Crawford,  W, 
Dal  meny.  Lord 
Denlson,  W.  J. 
Dillwyn.  L.  W. 
Divett,  B. 
Donkin,  Sir  R. 
Duncombe,  T.  S. 
Dundas,  hon.  T.^ 
Dundas,  J.  D. 
Kbrington,  Lord 
Kd wards.  Colonel 
KUice,  K. 
Klphlns(one,U. 
Kvnns,  George 
Kwart,  W. 
Fergus,  John 
Ferguson,  Sir  R. 
Ferguson,  Robert 
Fergu«son,  rt.  hon.  C« 
Fitzgibbon,  hon.  B. 
Fitzroy»  Lord  C. 
Folkes,SirW. 
Oaskell,  Daniel 
( I  rattan,  J. 
C^rey,  Sir  Geo.,  Bart. 
()rt7,  hon.  Charles 
(irole,  U. 
Guest,  J.  J. 
IJall,  B. 
Uarland,  W.  Chtirles 


Hastle,  A. 
Hector,  C.  J. 
Ilindley,  C. 
Hodges,  T.  L. 
Howard,  hon.  £. 
Hume,  J. 
Hult,  W. 
Jervis,  John 
Lefevre,  Charles  S. 
Lennox,  Lord  G. 
Lennox,  Lord  A. 
Long,  Walter 
Lushington,  Dr.  S. 
Luifhington,  Charles 
Lynch,  A.  U.S. 
Mackenzie,  S. 
Macleod,  R. 
M'TaggartjJ. 
Marjoribanks,  S. 
Marshall,  William 
Marsland,  Henry 
Maule,  hon.  Fox 
Morrison,  J. 
Mostyn,  hon.  E.  L. 
Murray,  rt.  hon.  J. 
Nagle,  Sir  R. 
North,  Frederick 
G'Brien,  Cornelius 
O'Brien,  W.  S. 
O'Connell,  J. 
0*Connell,  M.  J. 
G'Cennell,  Morgan 
GTerrall,  R.  M. 
Oliphant,  Lawrence 
O'Logblen,  M. 
Oswald^  James 
Paget,  Frederick 
Palmer,  Gen. 
Parker,  John 
Parnell,  Sir  H. 
Parrott,  Jasper. 
Pattifon,  J. 
Pechell,  Capt.  R. 
Pendarves,  £.  W. 
Philipsi  Mark 
Philips,  G.  R. 
Potter,  R. 
PouUer,  John  Sayer 
Power,  J. 
Pryme,  George 
Rice,  rt.  hon.  T.  8. 
Robarts,  Abraham  W. 
Roche,  W. 
Roebuck,  J.  A. 
Rolfe,  Sir  M.  R. 
Rundle,  J. 
Ruthven,  C. 
Scholefleld,  J. 
Scolt,  Sir  E.  D. 
Scot,  J.  W. 
Sharpe,  General 
Stiinley,  E.  J. 
Steuart,  R. 
Stewart,  P.  Maxwell 
Sirult,  Edward 


Stuart,  Lord  James 
Stuart,  V. 
Talfourd,  Sergeant 
Tancred,  H.  W, 
Thompson,  Col. 
Thorneley,  T. 
Trelawney,  Sir  W. 
Troubridge,  Sir  E.  T, 
Tulk,  C.  A. 
Turner,  Wra. 
Villiers,  Charles  P. 
Vivian,  Major 
Vifian,  J.  11. 
Wakley,  T. 
Walker,  Richard 


Wstllace,  R. 
Ward,  Henry  Geoi^ge 
Wason,  R. 
Wemyss,  Capt. 
Whalley,  Sir  S. 
White,  S. 
Wigney,  Isaac  N. 
Wilbraham,  G. 
Williams,  W. 
Wood,  C. 
Wrightson,  W. 
Wrotteslev,  Sir  J. 

TELLkftS. 

Bannerman,  Alex. 
Hay,  Sir  A.  L. 


List  of  the  Noes. 


Alsager,  Captain 
Attwood,  M. 
Bailey,  J. 
Baillie,  H.  D. 
Barclay,  David 
Baring  F. 

Baring  II.  Bingham 
Barneby,  John 
Bateson,  Sir  R. 
Beckett,  Sir  J. 
Bethell,  Richard 
Bonharo,  R.  Francis 
Bradshaw,  James 
Brownrigg,  J.  S. 
Bruce,  C.  L.  C. 
Brudenell,  Lord 
Buller,SirJ.B.Yard6 
Canning,  Sir  S. 
Cartwright,  W.  R. 
Chapman,  Aaron 
Charlton,  E.  L. 
Chisholm,  A. 
Clive,  Vise. 
Conolly,£.M. 
Corry,hon.  H.  T.  L. 
Darlington,  Earl  of 
Dunbar,  George 
Egerton,  Wm,  Tatton. 
Egerton,  Lord  Fran. 
Elley,  Sir  J. 
Eitcourt,Thos.  G.  B. 
Estcourt,  l^os.  S.  B. 
Ferguson,  G. 
Follett,  Sir  W.  Webb 
Forbes,  Wra. 
Forster,  Charles  S. 
Freemantle,  Sir  T.  W. 
Gasket),  J.  M. 
Gladstone,  Thos. 
Goulburn,rt.  hon.  II. 
Goulburn,  Sergeant 
Greisley,  Sir  R. 
Halford,  H. 
Hamilton,  Lord  C. 
Hardinge,  Sir  H, 
Ha.-dy,  J. 
Hawes,  Benjamin 
Hawkins,  J.  H. 
Henoiker,  Lord 


Hill,  Sir  R.  Bart. 
I^ogg,  James  Weir 
Hoy,  J.  B. 
Hughes,  Hughes 
Jackson,  Sergeant 
Jermyn,  Earl  of 
Ingham,  R. 
lnglis,SirR.  H.  Bart. 
Jones,  W. 
Jones,  Theobald 
Knigbtley,  Sir  C. 
Lefroy,  Anthony 
Lefroy,  Sergeant 
Lincoln.  Earl  of 
Lygon,bon.Col.H.B. 
Maclean,  Donald 
Mahon,  Lord 
Manners,  Lord  G. 
Meynell,  Capt. 
Mordaunt,  Sir  J.,  Bt. 
Mosley,  Sir  O.,  Bart. 
Packe,  C.  W. 
Parker,  M. 
Patten,  John  Wilson 
Peel,  Sir  R.,  Bart. 
Peel,  Colonel  J. 
Pemberton,  Thomas 
Penruddock,  J.  H. 
Perceval,  Col. 
Pred,  W.  M. 
Pringle,  A. 
Rae,  Sir  Wm.,  Bart. 
Held,  Sir  J.  Rae 
Richards,  J. 
Ridley,  Sir  M.  W. 
Ross,  Charles 
Rushbrooke,Col. 
Ryle,  John 
Scarlett,  hon.  R. 
Sheppard,T. 
Sinclair, Sir  George 
Smith,  J.  A. 
Somerset,  Lord  G» 
Stanley,  Lord 
Sturt,  Henry  Chfts. 
I'homas,  Col. 
Trevor,  hon.  Arthur 
1'wiss,  Horace 
\'ivian,  John  Enois   * 
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Wall,  c.  a 

Walter,  John 
Weyland,  Major 
Williams,  Thomas  P. 
Wortlev,  hon.  J.S. 
Bill  recoinmitted. 


{Mat  ie> 

Young,  J. 
Young,  Sir  W. 

TELLERS. 

Clerk,  Sir  G.,  Bart. 
Gordon,  W. 


The  Canadai. 


M6 


The  Cakadas.]  Lord  J.  Russell  having 
moved  the  order  of  the  day  for  the  Hrnise 
to  resolve  itself  into  a  Committee  of  the 
whole  House  on  the  Factories  Act  Amend- 
ment  Bill. 

Mr.  Roebuck  rose,  in  pursuance  of  his 
notice,  to  move,  as  an  amendment,  that  the 
House  resolve  itself  into  a  Committee  uf 
the  whole  House  to  take  into  consideration 
such  parts  of  Slst  George  3rd,  c.  51,  as  re* 
Ittted  to  the  executive  and  legLdative  coun- 
cils of  the  Canadas,  for  the  pui-pose  of  ren- 
dering the  same  efficient  to  the  good 
government  of  those  provinces.  By  the 
present  motion,  the  hon.  Memher  said,  he 
sought  not  to  excite  party  feeling ;  he  de- 
sired not  to  impugn  the  character  or  conduct 
of  any  class  of  men,  hut  he  did  intend  to 
impugn  the  whole  system  of  colonial  go- 
vernment. He  should  be  able  to  show 
from  evidence  which  it  was  his  intention 
to  submit  to  the  House,  that  the  Colonial 
Department  of  that  country,  as  at  present 
constituted,  was  totally  incapable  of  govern- 
ing to  the  satisfaction  of  those  colonists 
over  whom  they  held  sway,  and  that  with 
regard  to  Canada,  at  least,  the  scheme  of 
administration  was  with  a  view  to  private 
and  partial  interests.  Before  he  went  fur- 
ther, he  begged  to  state  fairly  and  com- 
pletely the  object  he  had  in  view.  He 
sought  to  obtain  for  the  Canadas  what  he 
called  a  good  government.  By  a  good 
government  he  meant  a  government  conso- 
nant to  the  feelings  of  the  colonists,  and 
which  really  and  hmdjide  had  their  confi- 
dence. Such  was  their  demand-— a  demand 
recognieed  by  Justice  itself,  and  which  this 
country  ought  not  to  refuse.  By  the  statute 
dlst  George  3rd,  c.  31,  a  constitution  was 
given  to  the  province  of  Quebec,  and  that 
province  was  thereby  divided  into  Upper 
and  Lower  Canada.  The  constitution  so 
conferred  was  a  sort  of  copy  of  the  consti- 
tution of  England,  the  Governor  being  as 
the  Kingt  the  Legislative  Council  as  the 
House  of  Lords,  and  the  House  of  AssemUy 
us  tlie  House  of  Commons,  in  this  country. 
Now,  the  object  he  had  in  view  was  to 
amend  the  Legislative  Council,  which  was 
no  more  like  the  House  of  Lords  here  than 
the  Governor  of  the  cohmy  was  like  the 
Kinff  of  these  realms.  The  members  of  the 
Legislative  Council,  unlike  the  House  of 


Lords,  were  poor,  unpossessed  of  wealth  or 
property,  having  no  tenants,  and  conse- 
quently no  influence  over  the  people,  and 
were  nothing  more  than  a  clique  holding 
power  for  their  own  particular  purposes; 
He  said,  unlike  the  House  of  Lords,  be- 
cause he  admitted  the  House  of  Lords  were 
wealthy,  were  landed  proprietors,  and  did 
possess  a  great  moral  influence  over  a  large 
body  of  the  people  of  this  country.  The 
body  he  by  his  motion  sought  to  attack, 
namely,  the  Legislative  Council  of  the 
Canadas,  possessed  none  of  these  qualities, 
and  therefore  in  attacking  them  he  hoped 
not  to  be  supposed  to  be  indirectly  attack- 
ing any  of  the  institutions  of  this  country. 
Though  the  constitution  to  which  he  had 
alluded  was  given  to  the  Canadians  in  the 
year  1791>  it  was  not  until  1810  that  they 
were  permitted  to  control  their  own  expend* 
iture,  and  even  when  the  colonists  had 
asked  the  permission  to  do  so,  three  persons 
were  sent  to  prison  for  making  the  demand. 
They  remained  there  an  entire  year,  merely 
for  asking  for  the  House  of  Assembly  the 
administration  of  their  own  expenditure, 
and  thus  obtaining  a  control  over  the  pub- 
lic servants  of  the  colonists.  This  demand 
was  refused  by  the  Legislative  Council,  as 
was  also  a  request  by  the  House  of  Assembly 
to  allow  the  civil  list  of  the  colony  to  -be 
as  in  this  country,  permanent  during  the 
King's  life.  On  this  second  refusal  the 
Government  of  this  country  interfered,  and 
proposed  that  the  govertior,  the  judges, 
and  the  secretary  should  be  so  secured  as 
to  salaries  and  retiring  pensions.  The 
salaries  of  the  judges  were  made  permanent 
by  the  House  of  Assembly,  and  the  pro- 
ceeding was  approved  of  by  Lord  Aylmer, 
the  then  governor  ;  but  resisted  1^  the 
Council,  of  the  constitution  of  which  he 
would  leave  the  House  to  judge,  when  he 
stated  that  one  was  a  confirmed  and  note, 
rious  drunkard;  a  second  had  been  de- 
nounced even  by  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
below  him  (Sir  George  Grey),  and  a  third 
had  been  proved  by  documents  laid  by  him 
(Mr.  Roebuck)  before  the  noble  Lord  now 
at  the  head  of^  the  Colonial  Department  te 
have  been  guilty  of  peculations  for  the  last 
twenty  years.  A  great  part  of  the  Legis. 
lative  Council  was  also  composed  of  pecu- 
lators; and  the  late  receiver-general  had 
been  guilty  of  peculations  to  the  tune  of 
100,000/.  When  the  ri^ht  hon.  Baronet 
opposite  came  into  ofhcc  it  was  discovered 
that  something  roust  be  done  with  reeard 
to  the  Canatlas,  for  the  people  refused  to 
contribute  to  the  expenses  of  the  Govern- 
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ftmount  of  the  French  party.  The  House 
of  Assembly  contained  eighty*eight  mem- 
bers»  sixty-four  of  whom  were  said  to  be 
of  French  origin,  all  the  rest  being  of 
£nglish  origin  ;  so  that  the  English  party 
constituted  as  nearly  as  possible  one- third 
of  the  representation.  But  then  it  was 
said  that  all  those  English  Members  did 
not  vote  with  the  Government.  That  was 
undoubtedly  the  case  ;  and  the  same  com- 
plaint was  made  in  Upper  Canada,  where 
there  were  no  French,  which  plainly  proved 
that  the  demands  made  by  the  people  of 
Canada  did  not  proceed  from  narrow  party 
considerations,  but  were  founded  on  prin- 
ciple and  justice.  The  fact  was,  that  the 
Legislative  Council  was  merely  the  re- 
presentative of  a  small  clique,  the  official 
partisans  of  the  Government,  by  whom 
every  thing  was  done  to  irritate  the  people. 
Their  religious  feelings  even  were  offended. 
On  St.  Patrick's-day  a  letter  was  issued, 
signed  by  the  chaplain  to  the  forces,  and 
he  believed  by  a  son  of  the  Chief  Justice, 
recommending  the  Protestants  not  to  go 
to  the  churches  of  the  Roman  Catholics, 
even  for  the  purpose  of  paying  their  respect, 
because  the  Roman  Catholics  were  idola- 
ters ;  and  further  exhorting  them,  as  they 
valued  the  safety  of  their  immortal  souls, 
to  take  no  part  in  the  administration  of  the 
service  of  the  Roman  Catholics,on  that  day. 
Such  an  fiddress  must  have  been  most 
offensive  to  the  people,  for  the  Canadians 
were  almost  all  Catholics,  and  they  never 
called  upon  the  Protestants  to  contribute 
towards  the  expense  of  their  religious  es- 
tablishment. Why,  it  was  alleged  on  the 
part  of  the  Church  of  England  that  the 
Roman  Catholics  of  Canada,  when  they 
obtained  the  power  they  were  seeking  to 
obtain,  would  practise  intolerance  towards 
others.  But  he  denied  that  they  would 
do  any  such  thing.  They  were  endowed 
with  the  same  spirit  of  liberality  which 
prevailed  throughout  the  continent  on 
which  they  lived.  There  now  remained 
for  him  to  notice  only  one  more  objection 
to  bis  proposition.  It  was  said,  that  if  the 
Legislative  Council  was  made  elective,  the 
Canadian  Legislature  would  immediately 
seize  on  all  the  waste  lands.  The  Cana- 
dians contended  that  those  lands  were  not 
the  property  of  the  Crown,  nor  of  the 
people  of  England,  but  of  the  Canadian 
people,  and  if  the  lands  were  properly 
applied  they  might  be  rendered  greatly 
beneficial,  not  only  to  Canada,  but  to  this 
country  also.  That  mischievous  rule,  how- 
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ever,  which  prevailed  in  all  the  British 

colonies  had  sway  in  Canada,  by  which 
the  waste  lands  were  only  made  the  means 
of  jobbing  and  peculation,  without  conduc- 
ing at  all  to  the  general  benefit,  but  quite 
the  reverse.  If  the  people  of  Canada  were 
allowed  to  possess  the  land,  they  would 
make  it  fertile  and  a  source  of  wealth  to 
the  country.  It  would  afford  the  people 
the  means  of  paying  the  whole  civil 
expenditure  of  the  government,  in  the 
same  manner  as  was  done  in  the  United 
States.  He  solemnly  asked  the  House 
steadily,  calmly,  and  patiently,  to  go  over 
the  grounds  which  he  had  urged  upon  their 
attention,  before  they  determined  to  resist 
his  motion.  It  was  quite  clear,  in  the 
natural  course  of  things,  that  the  Canadas 
and  England  could  not  remain  joined  to- 
gether, as  they  now  were,  but  for  a  very 
small  number  of  years.  The  only  union 
that  would  hereafter  exist  between  these 
countries,  would  be  that  arising  out  of 
their  commercial  intercourse  with  one 
another.  That  connexion  might  be  con- 
tinued ;  but  if  England  should  attempt  to 
continue  the  union  by  the  present  system 
of  rule,  it  would  only  be  the  means  of 
inducing  the  Canadians  to  make  a  com- 
parison between  their  condition  and  that 
of  other  and  neighbouring  nations,  and  of 
the  great  benefits  derived  under  the  form 
of  government  which  prevailed  in  those 
countries,  the  result  of  which  would  inevita^ 
biy  be,  that  the  connexion  between  Eng- 
land and  her  North  American  colonies 
would  come  to  a  rapid,  and,  he  was  afraid, 
a  violent  dissolution.  The  hon.  and  learn- 
ed Gentleman  concluded  by  moving  as  an 
amendment,  *<  That  this  House  resolve  it- 
self into  a  Committee  of  the  whole  House, 
to  take  into  consideration  such  parts  of 
the  dlst  Geo. 3rd.,  c.  SI,  as  relate  to  the 
Executive  and  Legislative  Councils  of  the 
Canadas,  for  the  purpose  of  rendering  the 
same  efficient  to  the  good  government  of 
those  provinces." 

Mr.  Hume  seconded  the  motion. 

Sir  George  Grey  admitted,  with  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman,  the  very 
great  importance  of  the  subject  brought 
under  the  consideration  of  the  House,  and 
he  could  not  help  expressing  his  satisfac- 
tion at  the  tone  and  temper  with  which 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  had  intro- 
duced the  subject.  It  induced  him  to  hope, 
that  in  the  future  discussions  which  might 
take  place  upon  this  question*  a  different 
temper  might  henceforth  prevail,  from  that 
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which  QtffortttnaUly  had,  on  former  occa- 
•ioDs,  only  tended  to  exasperate.  He 
hoped  that  the  differences  existing  be- 
tween Canada  and  the  mother  country 
would  be  discussed  as  they  ought  to  be,  as 
far  as  possible  apart  from  all  angry  feel- 
ingy  and  with  reference  solely  to  the  great 
interests  which  were  involved  in  the  sub- 
ject. In  the  end  which  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  proposed  to  himself,  that 
of  establishing  good  government  in  the 
Canadas,  he  (Sir  G.  Grey)  cordially  con- 
curred. But  he  differed  from  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  as  to  the  remedy 
which  he  proposed,  namely,  the  revision  of 
the  constitutional  Act  of  1791,  and  he  did 
not  think  that  such  a  revision  was  the 
remedy  which  the  disease  required^  or 
which  they  could  safely  apply.  Into  the 
argument  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man as  to  the  constitution  of  the  Legis- 
lative Council,  he  (Sir  G.  Grey)  would 
not  enter,  because  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  had  never  heard  from  his  Ma- 
jesty's present  Government  those  objec- 
tions which  he  stated  had  been  urged  by 
Others  against  the  alteration  of  the  consti- 
tution of  that  Council.  He  (Sir  G,  Grey) 
had  never  urged  those  objections,  nor  was 
he  now  prepared  to  urge  them.  He  had 
not  stated  that  it  would  be  American  and 
Kepublican,  to  alter  the  Council  from  the 
form  in  which  it  was  constructed.  He 
believed  that  the  great  object  they  all  had 
in  view  was  to  give  a  government  to  those 
colonies  which  was  suited  to  the  wishes 
and  sentiments  of  the  great  body  of  the 
people  ;  a  government,  to  use  the  words 
of  a  great  man  on  a  former  occasion,  which 
would  give  them  nothing  to  envy,  if  ever 
they  crossed  the  boundary  that  separated 
them  from  the  United  States.  The  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  had  impugned  the 
candour  of  his  Majesty's  Government  for 
sending  out  Commissioners  to  the  Canadas 
to  make  a  report,  and  he  did  so  on  the 
ground  that  the  Government  were  not  in 
want  of  information  to  enable  them  to  de- 
cide correctly  on  any  of  the  questions 
which  had  arisen  in  Canada.  Looking  at 
the  variety  of  opinions  which  prevailed,  be 
denied  that  the  Government  had  the 
means  of  ascertaining  fully  what  were  the 
sentiments  of  all  classes  of  his  Majesty's 
subjects  in  those  colonies  when  they  came 
into  office  last  year.  On  that  occasion  his 
Majesty's  Ministers  found  that  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  (Sir  Robert  Peel)  had  in- 
tended to  tend   out  a  Commissioner  to 


Canada,  ««d  they  therafore  Uki  it  rig^l  ta 
adopt  the  same  course.    But  they  ooa^ 
ceived  that  a  Commission  composed  of 
more  than  one  individual  would  be  more 
effectual  in  making  those  observatiooa  on 
the  spot,  and  obtaining  from  the  people, 
and  especially  the  members  of  the  House 
of  Assembly,  that  information  which  was 
essentially  necessary  for  the  guidance  of 
the  Government  at  home,  than  if  the^  had 
confided  those  duties  to  one  Commissioner. 
It  had  been  alleged  that,  whilst  the  Com- 
mission intended  to  have  been  sent  out  by 
the  Government  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
was  authorised  not  only  to  inquire,  but  to 
act;  the  present  Commissioners   bad  beeq 
restricted  to  the  office  of  inquiring  and  of 
reporting    to  the  Government   at  honie« 
Now,  it  was  quite  true  that  Lord  Goaford 
and    his    colleagues,  as  Commissioaers, 
were  simply  to  investigate  and  to  report ; 
but  it  must  be  remembered,  that  Lord 
Amherst  was  to  have  united  in  himself  the 
office   of  Commissioner    and  Governor; 
whereas  the    present  council,   with   the 
exception  of  Lord  Gosford,  had  no  share 
in  the  Government,   and  they  could  not, 
therefore,  be  empowered    to  act.      Boi 
Lord  Gosford,  in  his  capacity  of  governor, 
was  empowered  to  act,  and  substantially 
no  difference  existed  as  to  the  extent  to 
which  any  immediate  measures  were  au- 
thorized to  be  taken  by  Lord  Agiherst  and 
Lord  Gosford.     His  instructions  were  be- 
fore the  House,  prescribing  to  him  the 
course  which  he  v^as  to  follow  as  Governor, 
whilst  in  conjunction  with  his  coUeaguea 
in  the  Commission,  he  was  to  institute  a 
full  inquiry  into  any  allegation  of  abuse  or 
grievance.  It  was  true  that  a  difference  still 
subsisted  between  the  House  of  Assembly 
and  the  Government ;    but  it  was  at  least 
satisfactory  to  know  that  no  imputation  of 
any  kind  had  been  cast  on  the  conduct  of 
Lord  Gosford,  and  that  it  had  not  been 
alleged  that  there  was  any  ground  of  com* 
plaint  against  the  administration  of  the 
government  in  his  hands.     The  Commis- 
sioners proceeded  to  Canada,  and  in  the 
inquiries  which  they  were  directed  to  pro- 
secute, they  were  at  (hat  moment  engaged. 
But  what  was  the  object  of  the  present 
motion.     It  was  to  step  in  between  that 
inquiry  and  the  Report  of  the  Commis- 
sioners; and  it  called  upon  that  House  to 
make  itself  at  once  the  medium  of  Fettling 
this  question  between  the  Legislative  As- 
semliiy  and   the  Executive  Govemmenf, 
by  the  inteiference  of  the  Parliament  of 


Th  CflNiaAM. 


{May  16} 


The  Canadai, 


934 


Great  Britain.  To  the  fullest  extent  to 
which  il  htkd  been  alleged  would  the  Con- 
Btitutional  Act  of  1791  be  made  the  sub- 
ject of  inquiry y  also  the  subject  of  report 
by  the  Commissioners,  and  after  the  report 
was  received,  would  il.  be  made  the  subject 
of  full  and  careful  deliberation  on  the  part 
of  the  Government  at  home.  He  would 
reserve  his  opinion  until  tltat  report  should 
be  received,  as  to  how  far  it  might  be  ne- 
cessary to  make  any  alteration  in  the  con- 
stitution of  the  Legislative  Council,  so 
that  it  should  be  made  equally  inde- 
pendent of  the  Government  and  of  the 
House  of  Assembly,  and  should  obtain  a 
hold  on  public  opinion.  It  was  impossible, 
however,  to  read  the  debates  which  took 
place  before  the  Act  of  1791  was  passed, 
without  perceiving  that  the  Constitution 
proposed  to  the  Canadas  was  to  a  certain 
degree  considered  an  experiment ;  and  for 
himself  be  could  not  help  expressing  his 
regret  that  the  Act  had  not  at  some  cer- 
tain period  been  revised.  Looking  at  the 
great  alterations  that  had  taken  place  in  the 
Canadas  since  the  Act  of  1791,  it  was 
impossible  to  deny  that,  at  no  very  remote 
period,  an  alteration  in  that  Act  might  be 
desirable.  It  was  this,  among  other  con- 
siderations, that  induced  the  Government 
to  send  out  a  Commission  of  Inquiry  to 
ascertain  what  views  the  people  entertained 
on  these  questions.  It  was  true  that  the 
instructions  to  Lord  Gosford  deprecated 
any  change,  as  one  not  to  be  made  lightly 
and  without  complete  proof  that  it  was 
necessary ;  and  in  giving  them  the  Govern- 
ment only  acted  with  that  caution  which 
the  Government  ought  to  observe  on  this 
important  question.  There  was  a  great 
distinction  between  measures  w^hich  it  was 
in  the  province  of  the  Executive  Govern- 
ment to  carry  into  effect,  and  a  change  in 
the  Constitution  itself,  which  could  only  be 
effected  by  the  intervention  of  Parliament. 
It  was  the  duty  of  a  Government  to  be 
slow  in  adopting  a  change  of  this  descrip- 
tion, and  to  take  care  not  to  outrun  public 
Qpinion  on  a  question  of  a  doubtful  nature, 
which  might  involve  consequences  that 
had  not  yet  been  fully  considered.  On6 
object  of  the  Commissioners  was  to  ascer- 
tain the  real  feeling  of  the  public  on  this 
and  other  questions.  Up  to  the  present 
period,  what  reason  was  there  to  suppose 
that  there  prevailed  a  very  strong  draire 
on  the  part  of  the  great  majority  of  the 
inhabitants  of  Lower  Canada  for  such  a 
change  as  had  been  proposed  by  the  hon. 


and  learned  Gentleman  this  night?  When 
was  the  proposal  first  made?  The  House 
was  well  aware  that  a  Comtnittee  of  the 
House  was  appointed,  in  1838^  to  inquire 
into  the  allegations  of  several  petitions 
which  had  then  been  addressed  to  the 
House  from  large  bodies  of  the  inhabitants 
of  Lower  Canada.  Did  any  of  these  peti- 
tioners ask  for  the  change  now  insisted  on? 
On  the  contrary,  the  very  parties  who 
complained  the  most  of  the  composition 
of  the  Legislative  Council,  expressly  de- 
precated any  change  in  the  Act  of  1791  • 
Tiiree  gentlemen  deputed  from  the  pro- 
vince  to  support  those  petitions  were  ex- 
amined by  the  Committee,  and  not  one  of 
them  recommended  that  the  Legislative 
Council  should  be  made  elective.  The, 
first  time  that  the  proposition  for^^uch  a 
change  was  brought  forward  in  the  House, 
of  Assembly  in  Lower  Canada,  was  on  the 
10th  of  January,  1832.  On  that  occa- 
sion, Mr.  Bouitlage  brought  forward  a 
string  of  resolutions  on  this  lubject,  one 
of  which  was,  that 

"  In  order  that  the  composition  of  the  Le« 
gislative  Council  may  be  m  accordance  with 
the  true  principles  of  the  British  Constitution, 
and  with  the  interests  and  wants  of  the  in- 
habitants of  this  province^  as  a  distinct  and  in* 
dependent  branch  of  the  Legislature,  it  would 
be  expedient  that  the  members  should  be 
chosen  by  frequent  election,  and  by  rotation, 
in  such  manner  as  to  render  the  said  body,  as 
far  as  possible,  independent  of  the  executive 
power,  and  of  the  Assembly.'' 

What  was  the  result?  That  resolution 
was  negatived  on  a  divisbn  by  thirty-seven 
to  twenty-two.  The  first  petition  received 
from  the  House  of  Assembly  on  the  sub- 
ject of  the  Legislative  Council  in  Lower 
Canada,  was  on  the  20th  of  March,  18SS. 
Well,  scarcely  two  years  had  elapsed  from 
that  period,  before  Commissioners  were  ap- 
pointed to  inquire  into  the  various  matters 
of  complaint  on  the  part  of  the  Canadians, 
especially  including  this  complaint  respect- 
ing the  constitution  of  the  Legislative 
Council.  Could  the  Govemmenlt,  he 
would  ask,  be  accused  of  any  great  delay 
in  taking  up  this  question?  Could  they 
be  accused  of  any  desire  to  slop  inquiries, 
or  could  they  be  accused,  by  negativing  the 
moticni  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member, 
of  withstanding  the  wishes  of  the  people? 
What  were  the  views  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  himself  upon  this  very 
subject?  In  May  1835,  he  addressed  a 
letter  to  the  House  of  Assembly  of  Lower 
Canada,  in  which  he  said  that  the  very 
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ject,  it  appeared  that  the  attention  of  the 
noble  Lord  opposite^  then  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Colonies^  was  called  to  the  excessive 
granta  of  land  made  to  Mr.  Fulton,  upon 
^bich  he  immediately  directed  an  inquiry 
to  be  instituted  into  the  case.     This  was 
followed  up  by  his  right  hon.  Friend,  now 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer;  and  as  it  did 
not  appear  how   far  his  instructions  had 
been  acted  on,  a  despatch  was  addressed  by 
Lord   Glenelg  to  Lord    Gosford,   calling 
for  full  information  as  to  the  steps  which 
had  been  taken.  Another  charge  had  sub- 
sequently been  made  against  Mr.  Fulton, 
of  a  very  serious  description ;  but  this  had 
only   recently   been  communicated  to  the 
Government  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Bath, 
who  placed  in  his  hands  a  copy  of  a  Rejiort 
of  a  Committee  of  the  House  of  Assembly 
before  whom  this  charge  was  investigated. 
That  Committee  only  made  their  Report  in 
March  last ;  and  no  sooner  were  the  con- 
tents of  that   Report  brought  under  the 
notice  of  Government,    than   instructions 
were  sent  to  Lord  Gosford  to  call  on  Mr. 
Fulton  for  such  explanations  as  he  might 
be  willing  or    desirous   to  afford,    and  to 
take  those  steps  which  the  case  might  re- 
quire, if  the  explanation  should  be  unsatis- 
factory.    It  did  not  appear  from  the  Re- 
eort,  or  from  the  evidence,  that  Mr.  Fulton 
ad  been  a  party   to  the  inquiry,  or  had 
had  an  opportunity  of  making  a  defence ; 
and,  under  these  circumstances,  the  only 
course  consbtent  with  justice — and  he  was 
sure  the  hon.  Member  would   not  desire 
any  other — was  adopted,  that  of  affording 
him  the  opportunity  before  his  guilt  was 
assumed,    and    his    removal    directed,    of 
making  a  defence.     He    had  now   adver. 
ted  to   the  various  topics  of    the  speech 
of   the    hon.  and    learned  Member.     He 
had    stated     sufficient    grounds    for     the 
rejection  of   the    hon.    Member's  motion 
— a  motion  which  according  to  his    own 
admission,  would  not  provide  an  adequate 
remedy  for  the  evils  of    which  the  hon. 
Member  complained.      At  the  same  time 
•  he  could   assure   the   hon.    Member    and 
the  House,  that  the  Government  was  not 
disposed  to  look  at  this  subject  with  any 
narrow  views  of  selfish  policy.     Enjoying 
s  free  constitution  ourselves,  it  was  alike 
our  duty  and  our  interest  to  impart  to  our 
colonies  that  form  of  government  which 
would  be  the  most  advantageous  to  them, 
and  to  adopt  towards  them  that  course  of 
conduct  which  would  bind  them  to  us  by 
ties  of  friendship  whichi  founded  on  a  mu- 
'  (uil  interest,  w  well  ai  on  ft  lound  polioyi 


ought  to  be,  and  he  trusted  would  be,  per- 
manent and  indissoluble.  In  the  loyalty 
of  the  great  body  of  the  inhabitants  c£ 
those  colonies — ^in  their  attachment  to  this 
country,  and  to  the  British  institutfonSy 
— the  Government  had  the  fullest  confi- 
dence ;  and  animated  with  this  conviction^ 
would  not  shrink,  when  the  proper  time 
should  arrive,  from  proposing  those  mea- 
sures which  might  appear  necessary  to  for- 
ward the  permanent  advantage  and  the 
real  interests  of  all  classes  of  our  fellow-sub* 
jects  res  ding  in  them. 

Mr.  RobitiJton  could  not  but  express  his 
surprise  at  the  proposition  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Bath.  The  hon.  Gentleman,  in 
the  course  of  his  speech,  had  talked  of  bis 
predictions  with  respect  to  the  present  stale 
of  Canada ;  but  some  of  his  pr^ictionson  a 
former  occasion  did  not  turn  out  to  have 
been  made  in  the  true  spirit  of  prophecy. 
The  hon.  Member  had  predicted  that  the 
people  of  Canada  would  be  opposed  to  the 
timber  duties,  but  the  proposition  to  change 
those  duties  had  been  negatived  by  the 
House  of  A  ssembly  of  Lower  Canada.  'Vhe 
hon.  Member  had  spoken,  in  what  he  con- 
sidered his  official  character,  as  the  represent- 
ative of  the  opinions  of  the  people  of  Lower 
Canada.  He  denied;  that  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Bath  could  be  con* 
sidcred  as  the  representative  of  the  people 
of  Lower  Canada.  He  was  merely  the 
representative  of  the  Papineau  party.  He 
(Mr.  Robinson),  as  an  individual  in  some 
degree  connected  with  the  Canadas,  and 
deeply  interested  in  their  welfare  and 
prosperity,  had  no  hesitation  in  expressing 
his  Arm  conviction,  that  from  the  moment 
the  people  of  Lower  Canada  gained  an  elec- 
tive legislative  body  might  be  dated  the  loss 
of  the  colony.  He  was  convinced  that 
from  that  moment  the  English  settlers 
would  consider  themselves  abandoned  by 
the  mother  country.  Tho  question  was 
discussed  in  the  year  179L  when  a  oonstt- 
tution  was  giyen  to  Lower  Canada,  and 
though  Mr.  Fox  expressed  his  individual 
opinion  in  favour  of  it,  it  should  not  be  for- 
gotten that  he  stated,  in  the  most  emphatic 
terms,  that  he  considered  it  essentially  neces- 
sary that  in  every  part  of  the  British  do- 
minions an  aristocratic  principle,  analogous 
to  the  establuhment  of  a  House  of  Peen  in 
this  country,  should  form  a  part  of  tho  oon» 
stitution.  This  opinion  was  also  ably  and 
emphatically  stated  by  Mr.  Burke.  At  the 
same  time,  there  could  be  no  doubt  that  if 
the  Elective  Council  did  not  sufikiMitly 

bamonii^  with  th9  popubr  MMaUyi  it 


937 


the  Canadas. 


{May  16J 


The  Canadas. 


tbe  hon.  and  learned  Member  alluded  to 
the  coura£  fonnerly  pursued  by  Lord  Dal- 
Iiou&ie,  hu  answer  was — certainly  n'}t. 
But  if  the  hon.  and  learned  Mcmbei  would 
look  at  the  instructiona,  he  would  see  that, 
in  the  event  of  a  rcfuiial  of  the  necessary 
supplies,  Lord  Gusford  was  distinctly  au- 
thorised to^pply  the  local  resources  arising 
from  the  revenues  of  the  Crown,  and  over 
which  the  Crown  had  exercised  an  absulute 
tight  of  sppropriHlion  during  the  whole 
period  that  Canada  had  been  a  part  of  the 
-  dominions  of  the  British  Crowu,  towards 
the  expenses  of  the  judicial  and  other  civil 
establishments  in  the  colony,  it  was  quite 
Irut)  that  Lord  Goaford  was  authorized  to 
state  to  the  House  of  Assembly  that  those 
funds  would  be  placed  at  tlieir  disposal,  and 
be  subjected  to  their  appropriation,  on  pro- 
vbioD  heing  made  fur  the  public  service ;  and 
it  was  not  until  every  attempt  to  ohlain 
such  a  provision  Bhuuld  have  failed,  that  be 
was  instructed  to  make  this  appropriation  of 
those  funds.  He  hoped  that  Lord  Gusford 
had  already  acted  on  that  authority,  aod 
with  this  assurance  the  Covcniment  did 
not  fe*;],  that  at  the  present  moment  there 
existed  a  pressing  necessity  lo  have  recourse 
to  any  of  those  measures  to  which  the  bon. 
and  learned  Member  had  adverted,  and  (o 
which  lie  hoped  it  might  not  be  necessary, 
at  any  time,  to  rcnort.  If,  however,  at  a 
future  period  it  should  appear  that  tlie  Go- 
vernment hud  acted  fairly  and  justly  towards 
the  people  of  Canada,  and  yel  had  not 
succeeded  in  removing  the  dillieultics  which 
eiListed  in  carrying  on  the  government  of 
that  country,  it  would  not  shrink  from 
applying  to  I'arliament,  if  necessary,  to 
enable  it  to  take  such  measures  as  might  be 
required  fur  the  future  administration  of 
the  colony.  What  those  measures  might  be 
it  was  not  for  him  to  stale ;  but  until  the 
House  of  Assembly  should  have  received  an 
answer  to  their  address  to  their  Sovereign, 
and  should  have  had  an  opportunity  of  re- 
considering their  late  decision,  he  would 
not  abandon  the  hope  that  tbcy  would  adopt 
a  diSerent  course.  The  hon.  Gentleman 
had  said,  that  the  Government  had  en- 
deavoured to  cajole  the  House  c^  Assembly 
into  grantiDg  tbe  supplies  before  the  instruc- 
tions to  the  Commissioners  were  nmde 
known.  He  was  accustomed  to  hear 
charges  of  this  kind  from  the  hon.  Member, 
and  lie  was  sure  he  need  not  seriously  re- 
fute thepreientcharge.  What  possible  object 
could  the  Government  have,  even  had  they 
been  capable  of  nieh  conduct,  in  cajoling 
Uw  HouH  of  Asteubl^f  b;  coiwealing  tb« 


instruetiooB  with  the  certainty  of  a  renewal 
of  the  difficulties  and  embarrassments  in  tbe 
following  Session.  Lord  Gosford,  following 
the  ordinary  couriic,  addressed  a  speech  to 
the  House  of  Assembly,  concaved  in  tlie 
spirit  of  those  instructions,  and  contuning 
nothing  inron^stcnt  with  them.  He  eer- 
inly  felt  there  might  have  been  an  advan- 
tage in  the  whole  of  the  instructions  being 
.t  once  made  known,  as  it  would  have  pre- 
ented  the  impression  unfortunately  pro- 
duced by  the  subsequent  publication  of  de- 
tached passages  of  these  instrnetioiu  which 
found  their  way  lo  the  Assembly  from  the 
Upper  Province.  Those  detached  passagee, 
and  the  mode  in  which  they  were  sub- 
mitted to  tbe  Assembly,  might  naturally 
excite  some  distrust,  but  he  was  confident 
that  when  the  House  of  Assembly  should 
have  been  j^ced  in  possession  of  the  whole 
of  the  instructions,  tbe  jealousy  and  suspi- 
cion which  they  bad  unhappily  evinced 
would  be  removed,  and  they  would  feel 
tlint  they  were  not  justified  in  withholding 
their  confidence  from  a  Government  dis- 
posed to  remedy  every  real  abuKC,  and  to 
redress  every  real  grievance.  The  hon. 
and  Iciimed  Member  had  taken  some  credit 
to  himself  for  having  on  a  former  occasion 
predicted  that  the  state  of  affaits  in  the 
Canudjs  would  he  precisely  what  they  had 
now  become.  Some  predictions  tended  to 
their  own  fulfilment.  He  did  not  say,  that 
the  hon.  and  learned  Memlier's  were  so  in- 
tended ;  and  he  might  add,  that  he  did  not 
think  the  bon.  Member  would  liavcrccom- 
mended  the  exercise  of  the  privilege  of  the 
House  of  Assembly  to  stop  the  supplies 
under  the  cireumslances  in  which  they  had 
been  stopped.  He  rcspettid  the  privileges 
of  tbe  people  as  much  as  any  men,  and  he 
was  fully  ready  to  assert  tbe  right  of  the 
representatives  of  tbe  people  to  withhold 
the  supplies  on  a  suffici^t  occasion  ;  but 
nothing  was  more  calculated  to  blunt  the 
edge  of  this  constitutionul  weapon,  and  to 
bring  the  exercise  of  this  right  into  discredit, 
than  the  use  of  it  at  the  very  moment  when 
the  Government  had  Instituted  B  full  in- 
quiry into  every  alleged  grievance,  —  be 
did  not  say  with  any  pleilgc  to  grant  all 
that  WHS  sought; — but  pledged  to  remove 
whatever  could  be  proved  to  be  n  just  cause 
of  complaint.  Tlie  hoiu  Gentleman  had 
adduced  the  case  of  Mr.  Fulton  as  a  proof 
of  misEovcmment  on  the  nart  of  tbe  eulo- 
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Member  had  asked  for  hia  authorit;  for 
staling  that  Mr.  Papincau  and  h'la  party 
were  opposed  to  Bntub  settlerj  in  Canada. 
In  reply,  he  would  refer  to  the  addresi 
of  the  House  of  AEscmblj  of  Lower 
Canada  to  Lord  Gosford,  in  which  they 
requested  him  to  withhold  from  the  Britiali 
L^id  Company,  formed  to  encourage 
emigration  from  England,  hia  countenance, 
and  not  to  make  any  further  grants  of 
land  to  that  body. 

Sir  John  Hanmer  rose,  in  consequence 
of  an  observation  that  had  fallen  from  the 
faon.and  learned  Member  for  Bath.  He 
stood  there  as  an  independent  Member, 
anxious  to  preserve  the  dignity  and  re- 
spectability of  Parliament,  and  when  he 
looked  at  that  Chair,  and  thought  of  the 
recollections  which  it  called  up,  he  felt 
proud  to  say,  that  he  bad  a  hereditary  right 
Id  take  care  of  its  dignity.  He  held, 
that  it  was  contrary  to  the  Constitution, 
and  to  the  privileges  of  that  House,  for  a 
Member  of  the  House  of  Commons  to  re- 
ceive pay  from  any  portion  of  His  Ma- 
jesty's BubjeGtB,  in  consideration  of  any 
rarticular  duty  which  he  might  undertake. 
There  was  an  instance  in  which  a  Mem- 
ber of  that  House  (Sir  John  Trevor)  had 
received  a  sum  of  1,000/.  from  the  City  of 
lAndon,  to  advocate  a  particular  Bill,  in 
which  it  was  interested;  but  that  any  bcm. 
Member  should  recnve  a  yearly  sum  from 
any  colony  in  the  possession  of  the  British 
Crown,  he  thought  even  more  derogatory 
to  the  character  of  a  Member  of  Parlia- 

Mr.  Warburlon  observed,  that  liis  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  appeared  as  the  repre- 
sentative or  agent  of  the  House  of  As- 
sembly of  Canada ;  and  other  bon.  Mem- 
bers had  also  appeared  in  that   House  in 
the  same  capacity.     If  the  hon.  Baronet 
intended  to  malui  an  attack  on  this  point 
on  liif  hon.  and  learned  Friend,  the  Mem- 
ber for  Batb,  he  should  bring  forward  a 
motion  on  the  subject,  when  the  hon.  and 
enabled 
Baronet 
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It  many 

er  been 

as  fully 
1.  Mem* 
of  Mr. 
ffice  of 
'heiab- 


ject  was  brought  before  the  Houie,  and  a 
Committee  was  appointed  to  inquire  into 
the  matter.  The  Committee  afler  investi- 
gating the  subject,  reported  to  the  House 
that  Mr.  Huskisson  was  free  from  ail  blame 
in  the  proceeding.  Again,  Mr.  Burge,  the 
agent  for  Jamaica,  was  a  Member  of  Par- 
liament, and  Mr,  Patrick  Stewart  was  now 
a  Member  of  the  House. 

Sir  John  Hanmer  did  not  intend  to  make 
any  personal  charge  against  the  hon. 
Member,  but  he  tliought  the  subject  was 
one  which  should  be  brought  under  the 
notice  of  Parliament-  He  would  not  shrink 
from  doing  so ;  for  if  It  was  a  practice  that 
Members  of  Parliament  were  in  the  habit 
of  receiving  money  in  this  way,  it  was 
time  it  should  be  put  a  stop  to. 

Sir  lioberl  Peel  said,  that  the  con- 
ditions on  which  the  motion  appeared  to 
have  been  withdrawn,  imposed  on  him  the 
necessity  of  saying  a  few  words,  not  upon 
the  general  question,  but  upon  the  position 
in  which  the  immediate  question  under 
consideration  was  left.  It  was  not  his  in- 
tention to  detain  the  HOusc  long,  and  he 
would  merely  observe  in  reference  to  the 
motion,  that  he  ihought,  that  with  the 
views  entertained  by  the  hon.  Member,  he 
had  acted  wisely  in  withdrawing  it;  but 
the  hon.  Member  had  withdrawn  it  upon 
g^uncls  which  were  calculated,  in  bis 
opinion,  to  excile  expectations  on  the  part 
of  the  people  of  Canada  which,  if  not 
realized,  would  leave  this  question  in  a 
woise  position  than  formerly.  The  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  did  not  bring  for- 
ward a  question  relative  to  the  general 
state  of  Canada,  but  had  given  notice  of 
a  distinct  proposition — that  the  House 
should  resolve  itself  into  a  Committee  of 
the  whole  House,  to  take  into  considera- 
tion such  parts  of  3l8t  George  3rd,  c.  31, 
as  relate  to  the  Executive  and  Legislative 
Councils  of  ihe  Canadas,  for  the  purpose 
of  rendering  the  same  efficient  to  the  good 
government  of  those  provinces.  The  im- 
mediate question  brought  under  discussion 
by  the  hon.  Geutleman  was,  in  point  of 
fact,  the  substitution  of  an  elective  council 
Tor  a  legislative  council  appointed  by  the 
He  had  come  there  prepared  to 
give  his  negative  to  that  proposition. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  had  withdrawn  it  in 
consequence  of  the  speech  of  the  hon. 
Baronet,  the  Under-Secretary  for  the 
Colonies,  on  the  ground,  he  presumed, 
that  expectaUoDi  were  held  out  that  this 
<luMti(ni  of  t  VBttrial  cbu{«  in  lbs  Exs- 
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cutive   Council,   aod   in   its  constitution, 
would  occupy  the  attention  of  the  Com* 
mission.      That,    he  apprehended,   must 
have  been  the  understanding  of  the  hon. 
Member  when  he  withdrew  his  motion. 
He  (8ir  R«  Peel)  begged  to  say  for  him* 
self,  lest  by  silence  he  might  seem  to  ac- 
quiesce in  a  different  construction,  that  he 
was  not  a  party,  as  an  individual  Member 
of  that  House,  to  this  compact.     He  did 
not  question   the   prudence   of  the  hon. 
Gentleman  in    withdrawing  the  motion, 
but  he  thought  that  that  proceeding,  after 
the  explanation  which  had  been  given  by 
him,  was  calculated  to  raise  expectations 
in  the  minds  of  the  people  of  Canada, 
that  the  subject  he  had  referred  to  was 
under  the  consideration  of  the  Govern- 
ment.  [Mr.  Roebuck:  It  was  stated  in  the 
instructions  that  it  was  so.]     He  admitted 
it  was  mentioned;    but  in  what  manner? 
Lord   Olenelg  in  them  said,  "That  the 
King  was  most  unwilling  to  admit  as  a 
matter  of  deliberation,  the  question  whe- 
ther one  of  the  vital  principles  of  provincial 
government  should    undergo   alteration." 
It  was  also    stated — "that    the    solemn 
pledges  so  repeatedly  given  for  the  main- 
tenance of  that  system,  and  the  just  sup- 
port which  it  derived  from  constitutional 
usages  and  analogies,  were  alike  opposed 
to  such  innovation,  and  might  almost  seem 
to  preclude  the  discussion  of  it.''     Could 
a  Minister  of  State  be  conceived  to  give  a 
stronger  opinion  as  to  the  inexpediency  of 
any  proposed   measure,  and  as  to  the  ab- 
sence or  any  argument  that  might  be  de- 
duced in  support  of  it  from  constitutional 
usages  and  analogies  ?     Lord  Glenelg  also 
said,  "  It  must  be  recollected  that  the  form 
of  provincial  constitution  in  question  is  no 
modern  experiment  nor  plan  of  government, 
in  favour  of  which   nothing  better  than 
doubtful  theory  can  be  urged.     A  council 
nominated  by  tlie  King,  and  possessing  a 
CO  ordinate  right  of  legislation  with  the 
representatives  of  the  people,  is  an  invari- 
able part  of  the  British  colonial  constitu- 
tion in  all  the  transatlantic  possessions  of 
the  Crown,  with  the  exception  of  those 
which  still  remain  liable  to  the  legislative 
authority  of  the   King  in  Council.      In 
«ome  of  these  colonies  it  has  existed  for 
nearly  two  centuries.    Before  the  recog- 
nition of  the  United  States  as  an  indepen- 
dent nation,  it  prevailed  over  every  part  of 
the  British  possessions  in  the  North  Ame- 
rican continent  not  comprised  within  the 
limits  of  coloDias  founded  by  charterS|  of 


incorporation.    The  considerations  oug'fat 
indeed  to  be  weighty  which  should  indace 
a  departure  from  a  system  recommended 
by  so  long  and  successful  a  course  of  bt$- 
torical  precedent."     Justified,  therefore, 
by  these  reasons,  be  was  prepared  to  op- 
pose any  serious  change  m  the  form  of 
government  in  the  colony  \   and  if  it  were 
necessary,  he  would  add,  that  it  would 
be  better  for  the  Ministers  to  make  up  tbeir 
minds  to  the  change,  and  take  it  into  their 
own  hands,  than  to  leave  the  matter  open 
for   discussion,  as    it  would   be    if  the 
motion  were  withdrawn  under  an  impres- 
sion that  the    question  was  under  con- 
sideration.    He  should  be  very  lorrj  to 
say  one  word  on  the  merit  of  the  question. 
He  should  wish  to  consider  the  bop.  Gen- 
tleman as  being  in  the  position  of  any  bon. 
Member  who  had  made  an  original  motion 
and  witlidrawn  it,  after  exercising  bis  right 
of  reply.    Cautiously  avoiding,  therefore, 
the  discussion  of  the  principle  of  the  sub- 
ject, he  must  yet  be  careful  not  to  acqui- 
esce, by  silence,  in  the  grounds  on  which 
the  hon.  Member  had  thought  proper  to 
withdraw  his  motion.  Lord  Glenslg stated, 
in  the  instructions  which  he  had  addressed 
to  the  Commission,  in  the  sixty^seventh 
paragraph,  that  a  disposition  existed  on  the 
part  of  his  Majesty  "  not  to  refuse  those 
who  advocate  such  extensive  alterations  an 
opportunity  of  proving  the  existence  of 
the  grievances  to  which  so  much  promi- 
nency has  been  given."    What  he  feared 
was,  that  the  necessity  for  change  was  a 
matter  that  is  wholly   incapable  of  de- 
monstration.   But  suppose  they  should  say 
that  they  were  ready  to  correct  all  past 
abuses  by  the  adoption  of  a  new  and  im- 
proved system  in  future,  would   not  that 
be  an  answer  to  the  demand  made  upon 
the  Legislature  ?   It  mi^ht  be  easy  enough 
to  establish  the  existence  of  abuse ;  but  as 
to  the  proof  necessarv  to  show  what  would 
be  the  best  form  or  government  in  the 
colonies,  that  was  a  question  which  it  would 
be  utterly  impossible  to  submit  to  any  test 
which  would  lead  to  a  satisfactory  result. 
After  all  the  experiments  they  could  try, 
they  would  find  that  the  opinions  of  men 
remained  unchanged  as  to  the  wisdom  of 
their  own  particular  theories,  and  although 
they  might  have  abundance  of  allegatioos 
of  specific  grievance,  still  they  would  Dot 
bring  home  to  the  breast  of  any  one  the 
conviction  that  his  particular  notions  wiUi 
respect  to  the  form  of  government  which 
ought  to  be  estabUshedi  were  fonnded  ia 
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error.  If,  however,  the  Ministers  purposed 
to  make  a  change  in  the  constitution  of 
the  govemnsent  of  those  colonies,  he  hoped 
that  they  would  bring  their  proposition 
forward  with  as  tittle  delay  as  possible, 
because,  if  it  were  not  theiV  intention  to  | 
take  that  coarse,  if  they  meant  to  preserve  ; 
that  ^*  vital  principle"  in  our  colonial  go-  j 
vemments,  which  they  said  was  sanctioned  . 
hy  long  and  '*  constitutional  usage  and 
analogy,"    he  must    express    it    as   his 
opinion  that  they  had  better  at  once  avow 
what  they  really  intended,  and  by  that 
iBeans  prevent  any  party  from  cherishing 
lalse  expectations-— expectations  which, 
if  permitted  to  exist  without  the  voice  of  a 
aingle  independent  Member  of  this  House 
being  raised  against  them,  were  calculated 
only  to  embroil  still  more  the  unfortunate 
affairs  of  the  Canadas. 

Lord  John  Russell  said,  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  certainly  taken  a 
somewhat  unusual  course;  and  he  could 
not  but  thinks  that  if  the  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet had  been  in  the  House  during  the 
i^hole  of  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Baronet,  the 
Under-Secretary  for  the  Colonics,  he  would 
have  seen  that  there  was  sufficient  cause  to 
Mme  to  the  determination  which  his  hon. 
Friend  had  recommended,  and  would  have 
aoen  no  necessity  for  entering,  as  it  were,  a 
sort  of  protest  against  the  course  which 
the  HouHe  was  about  to  adopt.  For  all  the 
sentiments  expressed  by  his  hon.  Friend, 
the  Under-Secretary  for  the  Colonies,  both 
he  and  the  rest  of  his  colleagues  were  per- 
fectly ready  to  be  rosponsible.  With  re- 
jpect  to  the  opinions  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Bath,  to  which  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
had  alluded.  Ministers  had  nothing  to  do ; 
,and  they  were  in  no  way  responsible  fur  his 
expectations,  unless  they  had  given  him 
reason  to  suppose  thev  were  about  to  bring 
forward  a  question  which  they  did  not  mean 
.to  consider,  or  had  held  out  hopes  which  it 
was  not  their  intention  to  realise.  The 
right  hon.  Baronet  could  have  found  nothing 
in  his  hon.  Friend's  speech  which  could 

^-y  such  expectations.  His  hon.  Friend 
merely  stated,  that  after  having  sent 
out  Commissioners  to  inquire  into  the  griev- 
ances of  Canada,  it  would  he  but  just  and 
.fitting  to  consult  their  opinion*  It  would 
not  be  right  before  the  Commissioners  had 
stated  their  opinion,  either  for  the  Govern- 
.  ment  or  for  the  House  of  Commons  to  come 
to  any  absolute  and  final  decision  upon  the 
subject.      As  the  right  hon»  Baronet  had 

'availed  bimself  of  extracts  from  the  iiMtruc. 


tions  to  the  Commissioners^  he  might  be 
allowed  to  quote  a  portion  which  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  had  omitted.  The  paragraphs 
stated  by  the  right  hon.  Baronet  were  the 
66th  and  69th,  and  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
had  omitted  to  notice  the  two  intervening 
paragraphs,  though  they  referred  to  the 
question.  The  right  hon.  Baronet  had 
correctly  described  the  66th  paragraph,  as 
stating  that  *'  the  King  is  most  unwilling  to 
admit,  as  open  to  debate,  the  question 
whether  one  of  the  vital  principles  of  the 
provincial  Government  shall  undergo  al- 
teration." But  the  67th  paragraph  went 
on  to  say, 

"  But  his  Majesty  cannot  forget  that  it  is  th^ 
admitted  right  of  all  bis  subjects  to  prefer  to 
him,  as  King  of  these  realms,  their  petitions 
for  the  redress  of  any  real  or  supposed  griev« 
ances.  His  Majesty  especially  recognises  this 
right  in  those  who  are  themselves  called  to  the 
high  office  of  representing  a  large  and  most 
important  class  of  his  people.  The  aeknowledg- 
ment  of  that  right  appears  to  the  King  to  imply 
on  his  own  part,  the  corresponding  duty  of  in- 
vestigating the  foundations  of  every  suon  com- 
plaint, llis  Majesty,  therefore,  will  not  ab- 
solutely close  the  avenue  to  inquiry,  even  on  a 
question  respecting  which  he  is  bound  to 
declare,  that  he  can  for  the  present  perceive 
no  reasonable  ground  of  doubt.  His  Majesty 
will  not  refuse  to  those  who  advocate  suoh 
extensive  alterations,  an  opportunity  of  proving 
the  existence  of  the  grievances  to  which  so 
much  prominency  has  been  given,'* 

The  next  clause  to  this,  the  68  th,  was  also 
a  very  important  one,  thoush  the  right  hon 
Baronet  had  not  mentioned  it;  but  it  was 
material  that  the  House  should  have  it 
before  them.  When  they  were  considering 
whether  or  not  a  people  were  justified  in 
asking  for  some  changes  in  a  constitution, 
it  was  of  some  consequence  to  remember 
how  long  it  had  been  in  existence,  and  to 
notice  what  had  been  its  effects.  The 
68th  paragraph  ran  thus : — 

'*  The  King  is  rather  induced  to  adopt  this 
course,  because  his  Majesty  is  not  prepared  to 
deny  that  a  Statute  which  has  been  in  effective 
operation  for  something  less  than  forty-three 
years  may  be  capable  of  improvement,  or  that 
the  plan  upon  which  the  I^ialative  Council 
is  constituted,  may  possiblv,  in  some  par- 
ticulars, he  usefully  modiiieq ;  or  that,  in  the 
course  of  those  years,  some  practical  errors  may 
have  been  committed  by  the  Council,  against 
the  repetition  of  which  adequate  security  ought 
to  be  taken.  Yet,  if  these  suppositions  should 
be  completely  verified,  it  would  yet  remain  to 
be  shown,  by  the  most  cooelosive  and  circam- 
stantial  prooff  ibat  it  is  necessary  to  advance 
to  a  change  so  vital  as  that  which  is  demanded 
by  the  Uouie  of  Assembly." 
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Again^  in  the  Tlst  paragraph,  the  instruc- 
tions ran  thus:— - 

**  You  will,  therefore,  apply  yourselves  to  the 
ioTestigation  of  this  part  of  the  general  subject, 
endeavouring  to  ascertain  bow  far  the  Legis- 
lative Council  has  really  answered  the  original 
objects  of  its  institution ;  and  considering  of 
what  amendments  it  may  be  susceptible.  It 
is  his  Majesty's  most  earnest  hope  and  trust, 
that  in  the  practical  working  of  the  constitution 
of  the  province,  there  will  be  found  to  exist  no 
defects  which  may  not  be  removed  by  a  judi- 
cious exercise  of  those  powers  which  belong  to 
the  Crown,  or  which  Parliament  has  committed 
to  the  provincial  Legislature." 

Such  were  the  instructions  given  to  the 
Commissioners  on  the  subject  of  the  Le- 
gislative Council,  and  he  could  not  but 
think  that  the  sense  of  these  instructions 
was  conformable  to  the  course  which 
Government  ought  to  have  pursued  on  a 
subject  of  such  importance,  when  a  com- 
plaint was  made  by  those  who  represented 
the  people  of  Canada.  It  was  the  duty 
of  the  Ministers  of  the  Ciown  to  advise 
his  Majesty  that  the  remodelling  of  the 
Legislative  Council  was  not  a  subject 
which  the  Commissioners  were  precluded 
from  inquiring  into,  but  that  to  deal  with 
it  required  the  greatest  caution.  Such  a 
state  of  things  required  great  circumspec- 
tion, and  it  was  the  duty  of  the  House 
rather  to  abate  zeal  than  to  urge  it  for- 
ward in  matters  of  such  considerable  im- 
portance concerning  a  distant  colony; 
but  he  thought  that,  after  all  the  con- 
siderations which  he  had  stated,  it  was 
not  less  the  policy  than  the  duty  of  Mi- 
nisters to  advise  his  Majesty  that  this 
subject  was  one  the  Commissioners  ought 
not  to  exclude  from  their  inquiry;  and 
having  given  the  Commissioners  instruc- 
tions to  that  effect,  it  was  not  unnatural 
to  call  upon  them  to  report  to  the  Go- 
vernment at  home  the  bias  of  their  opinions 
and  the  result  of  their  investigation.  The 
question  having  been  brought  forward  in 
its  present  state  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Bath,  his  hon.  Friend,  the 
Under-Secretary  for  the  Colonies,  had  no 
other  answer  to  give  but  this — that  the 
Commissioners  of  Inquiry,  if  they  found 
any  defects  in  the  constitution  of  the  Le- 
gislative Council,  and  any  practical  re- 
medies for  those  defects,  would  report 
their  opinions  thereon  to  the  Crown,  and 
that  it  was  therefore  not  advisable  for  the 
House  of  Commons,  before  such  a  Report 
was  made,  to  adopt  a  course  which  might 
pledge  ibem  to  do  somoibinf  directly  in 


the   teeth  of  that    Report,    whenever  it 
might  be  presented  to  Parliament.    There 
was  no  part  of  this   question,  as  it  ap- 
peared   to   him,    which    called    for  any 
opinion  from  the  House  at  presenL.  For 
his  own  part,  he  should  require  the  fullest 
proof,  and  the  most  cordial  agreement,  on 
the  part  of  the  Commissioaers,  to  con- 
vince him  that  so    vital    a   change  was 
really  required.  But  let  not  the  right  hon. 
Baronet   deceive    either    himself   or  the 
House.      These   complaints    against  the 
Legislative  Council  were  not  confined  to 
the  House  of  Assembly,  they  came  also 
from  the  settlers  of   Cnglish  descent  in 
Canada,  as  he  had  found  by  reading  over 
their   petitions.     Those    English   setderg 
did  not  say,  '<  All  persons  in  Canada  look 
up  to  this  Council  with  respect  and  satis- 
faction."    On  the  contrary,  they  spoke  of 
the  difficulties  which  must  always  attend 
upon  the  selection  of  its  members  by  the 
colonial    Governor.      They    said«    "  The 
power  of  selecting  members  of  the  Coun- 
cil, which  has  been  exercised  by  successive 
Governors  without   advice   or   control  in 
the  colony,  is  in  our  opinion  a  most  dan- 
gerous power."     Such,   then,    being  the 
statement  not  only  on  the    part  of  the 
House  of  Assembly,  but  also  on  the  part 
of  a  Committee  acting  on    behalf  of  in- 
dividuals entertaining  very  different  opi- 
nions, it  might  fairly  become  a  quest/on 
whether  the  Parliament  ought  not  to  take 
measures  to  strengthen    the    Legislative 
Council,   and  to  enable  it  to  command 
more  of  the  respect  and  goodwill  of  the 
province  than  it  commanded  at  present. 
[••  Hear,  hear  I"]     He  was  glad  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite   did  not 
deny  that  proposition.     Going,  however, 
that  length,  it  was  nevertheless  neccsssry 
for  the  House  to  suspend  its  judgment  for 
a  time,  and  to  wait  for  the  results  of  fur- 
ther inquiries.     With  regard  to  this  ques- 
tion, he  could  assure  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Bath,  that  his  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment had  no  wish  to  bear  unfairly  on 
any  part  of  the  subjects  of  his  Majesty  ia 
that  colony.     They  did  not  wish  to  deny 
redress  to  any  grievance  of  which  the 
colonists  had  just  right  to  complain,  and 
being  anxious,  as  they  were,  to  Investi- 
gate into  every  source  of  complaint,  they 
hoped  to  find  in  the  colony  a  disposition 
to  a  certain  extent  to  meet  them  in  a  faf^ 
spirit,  and  a  discontinuance  of  that  en- 
deavour to  keep  up  irritation  in  the  f^^ 

I  ?ioce|  which  muit  ttltimately  proTO  oon 
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tnischievous  to  the  province  itself  than  it 
could,  by  any  possibility,  prove  to  the 
empire  of  Great  Britain.  The  Ministers 
wished  the  question  to  be  left  to  the  Com- 
missioners, guided  by  the  instructions  he 
had  quoted.  Ail  parties  must,  he  thought, 
feel  that  this  question  was  one  which 
ought  on  no  account  to  be  taken  up  with 
heat  or  in  the  spirit  of  party,  lest  calm 
inquiry  and  candid  examination  should 
be  overwhelmed,  and  the  unfortunate  dif- 
ferences between  the  colony  and  the  mo- 
ther country  be  continued  and  extended. 

Mr.  Roebuck*s  motion  was  withdrawn. 

The  Order  of  the  Day  was  read  for  a 
Committee  of  Supply,  but  the  Committee 
was  postponed. 


HOUSE   or  LORDS, 

Tuesday,  May  17,  1836. 

MmoTss.]  BiUfl.  Read  a  third  time  t^Benefices  Plunlity ; 
and  Clergyman's  Residence}  Alien's  Registration. 

PeUtions  presented.  By  Lord  Doit  das,  ftom  Kirkwall,  for 
the  Protection  of  British  Herring  Fishertes.— By  the  Bishop 
of  ExBTKR,  fh>m  Grimston,  for  the  Alteration  in  Eccle- 
siastical Courts'  Consolidating  Bill  as  relates  to  the 
Probate  of  WUls.— By  several  Noblk  Lords,  from 
vanoitt  Plaoei.  for  the  Better  Observanoe  of  the  Sabbath. 

The  Govbrnment  of  Ireland."]  The 
Marquess  of  Londonderry  rose  to  present  a 
Petition  from  certain  inhabitants  of  Belfast^  in 
Ireland^  praying  the  House  to  take  into  their 
consideration  the  penal  laws  of  the  realm« 
with  a  view  to  the  speedy  abolition  of  the 
punishment  of  deaths  except  in  cases  of 
murder.  The  petition  was  signed  by  several 
very  respectable  inhabitants  of  Belfast,  but 
certainly  did  not  contain  the  sentiments  of 
the  majority  of  that  body.  As,  however, 
the  noble  Earl  at  the  head  of  the  Irish  Go- 
vernment had  very  lately  sojourned  for  a 
time  among  the  petitioners,  perhaps  he 
would  be  able  to  give  the  House  some  more 
information  respecting  them.  He  confessed 
it  appeared  to  him  most  extraordinary  that, 
being  aware  it  was  that  noble  Lord's  inten- 
tion to  abandon  for  a  time  his  duties  in  Ire- 
land for  the  purpose  of  attending  those  at- 
tached to  his  Parliamentary  capacity,  the 
petitioners  had  not  intrusted  him  with  their 
petition  for  presentation.  Indeed,  it  so  hap- 
pened (and  the  circumstance  tended  in  no 
small  degree  to  increase  his  surprise)  that 
one  of  the  most  prominent  of^he  petitioners 
was  an  individual  named  Finley,  the  editor 
of  the  Noriliern  Whig  newspaper,  who  was 
reported  to  have  been  on  terms  of  most  fa- 
miliar intercourse  with  the  noble  Earl 
during  his  northern  tour,  and  to  have  sup* 
plied  him  with  a  great  portion  of  the  in- 


formation he  derived  as  to  the  state  of  par« 
ties  in  that  district  of  the  country.  Whether 
this  was  the  case  or  not,  he,  of  course,  did  not 
mean  to  inquire;  but  there  was  a  matter  in 
connexion  with  this  Mr.  Finley  upon 
which  he  was  desirous  of  obtaining  some 
intelligence.  It  was  very  generally  reported 
that  this  gentleman,  who,  as  well  in  his 
capacity  of  private  individual  as  in  that  of 
editor  of  the  Northern  Whig,  had  done  more 
to  keep  up  excitement  and  political  agita- 
tion in  the  north  of  Ireland  than  any  thou- 
sand other  individuals  in  the  kingdom,  was 
about  to  reap  the  reward  of  his  labour  in  an 
appointment  to  the  Stamp-office,  on  the  di- 
rect nomination  of  the  noble  Earl.  This 
report  he  gave  as  he  heard  it,  and  he  should 
feel  much  obliged  by  the  noble  Earl's  in- 
forming him  as  to  its  correctness. 

Earl  Mulgrave  had  been  for  some  time 
past  waiting  for  an  opportunity  of  asking 
the  noble  Marquess  who  had  just  addressed 
the  House  for  an  explanation  of  some  state- 
ments he  had  thought  proper  to  make  in 
his  absence  respecting  his  conduct  while  re- 
presenting his  Majesty  in  Ireland.  That 
opportunity  he  expected  to  meet  with  in 
the  discussion  which  was  likely  to  ensue 
upon  the  presentation  of  the  petition  an« 
nounced  by  the  noble  Earl  (Winchilsea) 
for  that  evening ;  and  until  the  proper  time 
arrived,  he  would  content  himself  with  re- 
plying to  the  question  now  put  to  him  re. 
specting  Mr.  Finley.  He  certainly  could 
not  compliment  the  noble  Marquess  on  the 
important  nature  of  his  first  accusation 
against  him,  if  the  present  was  to  be  so  con- 
sidered. Mr.  Finley  he  might  have  seen 
during  his  visits  to  the  north  of  Ireland,  but 
most  certainly  he  had  not  the  honour  offing 
an  intimate  acquaintance  of  his.  Of  course* 
in  saying  this,  he  did  not  mean  to  express 
the  smallest  doubt  as  to  Mr.  Finley 's  being 
a  most  respectable  individual.  Then,  as  to 
the  peculiar  question  which  the  noble  Mar- 
quess had  put  to  him,  he  had  only  to  say 
that  he  was  not  going  to  give  Mr.  Finley 
the  place  alluded  to.  He  was  not  going 
to  give  him  the  place  for  this  reason— it 
was  a  sufficient  reason  he  was  sure  the 
House  would  agree  with  him  in  thinking, 
though  if  others  were  necessary  he  doubt^ 
not  they  could  be  given— >the  place  was  not 
in  his  gift. 

The  Marquess  of  Londonderry  would 
undoubtedly  avail  himself  of  theopportunity 
that  would  be  afforded  by  his  noble  Friend's 
presenting  the  petition  of  which  he  had 
given  notice,  to  state  what  were  the  grounds 
I  on  which  he  arrived  at  the  conclosion  that 


dfifi    ntOimenmml^Inlnd.    {LORDS}      BigkSktr^fhebmiJ.       95d 


no  confidcnoe  could  bo  dImdoI  in  fi^  wMr 
E«rl*i  adnimstiBtioii.  He  migfat  not  be 
able  to  prove  fpecilic  charges  or  nnJadinin* 
ktration  at  the  Bar  of  the  Houje ;  but  to 
do  that  was  not  ncoessarj  to  justify  bis  as- 
sertion. From  first  to  last,  die  conduct  of 
the  noble  Eari  and  his  associates  in  the 
Irish  GoTcmment  was  calculated  to  turn 
against  them  the  opinions  of  the  most 
orderly  and  well-conducied  of  his  Majesty's 
subjects.  In  the  statement,  however,  which 
he  should  have  to  make,  he  b^ged  it  might 
be  understood  that  it  should  be  to  the  noble 
Earl's  public  character  and  conduct  alone 
he  should  address  himself,  and  that  nothing 
could  be  further  from  bis  wish  or  intentions 
than  to  state  anything  which  might  appear 
ofiensive  to  bim  in  his  private  and  individual 
capacity. 

Earl  Mulgrave  would  be  quite  ready,  at 
any  time  the  noble  Marquess  migfat  call 
upon  him,  with  perfect  temper,  and  with  a 
due  recollection  of  the  ancient  intimacy 
which  had  subsisted  between  them,  to  defend 
his  conduct  from  any  charge  that  should  be 
brought  forward.  He  had  some  reason  to 
complain  of  a  want  of  courtesy  on  the  part 
of  the  noble  Marquess,  in  not  giving  bim 
any  intimation  of  the  general  attack  which 
it  appeared  was  to  be  made  upon  his  ad- 
ministration ;  but  as  be  was  perfectly  ready, 
on  even  the  shortest  notice,  to  explain  the 
nature  of  the  policy  he  had  pursu^  during 
his  sojourn  in  Ireland,  be  should  not  think 
of  doing  so.  The  noble  Marquess  brought 
forward  as  a  prominent  charge  the  ease  of 
Mr.  Gore  Jones,  and  put  a  question  to  his 
noble  Friend,  the  noble  Viscount,  at  the 
head  of  bis  Majesty's  Government  on  that 
subject.  His  noble  Friend  stated  he  had  no 
knowledge  of  the  facts  of  the  case  of  Mr. 
Gore  Jones,  and  the  noble  Marquess  then 
withdrew  the  notice  he  had  given.  He 
thought,  in  common  courtesy,  the  noble 
Marquess  ought  not  to  have  brought  for- 
ward that  subject  as  a  matter  of  charge 
against  him,  without  giving  him  notice  of 
his  intention  to  do  so* 

The  Marquess  of  Londonderry  begged 
leave  to  say  with  regard  to  the  case  of  Mr. 
Gore  Jones,  that  when  he  withdrew  his 
notice  of  motion  upon  it,  he  stated  his  rea- 
son fur  that  course  to  be,  because  it  was 
about  to  be  brought  forward  more  efficiently 
in  another  place.  That  gentleman  had 
grossly  in{»ulted  the  mHgistrates  of  London- 
derry, and  yet  he  had  seen  a  letter  in  the 
handwriting  of  Mr.  Drummond,  the  Lord- 
Lieutenant's  Secretary  appointing  Mr. 
Gore  Jones  a  magistrate  in  another  county. 


[     Pditioa  to  lie  OB  tbe  Table; 

j  Cavapa.]  The  Earl  of  Aberdeen  aaid, 
that  before  the  appointed  business  of  the 
evening  commenoed,  be  wished  to  correct 
a  statement  that  had  gone  abroad,  ftod 

;  which,  if  not  contradicted,  migfat  lead  to 
a  misunderstanding  of  considerable  im- 
portance  in  regard  to  the  colony  of  Canada. 

.  He  alluded  to  some  observations  alleged 
to  have  been  nude  in  the  other  House  of 
PaHiament  by  the  hou.  Baronet,  theUnder- 
Secretary  for  the  Colonies.  The  subject 
under  discussion  in  the  other  House  last 

'  night,   had  reference  to  the  Legislative 

.  Council  of  Lower  Canada,  and  be  found 

!  it  stated  in  the  public  journals  that  the 
hon.  Baronet  to  whom  be  referred,  had 
declared  that  the  instruclioos  delivered  by 
the  present  Government  to  Lord  Gosford, 

I  a  copy  of  which  was  then  on  the  Table  of 
tbe  Hoose  of  Commons,  in  no  respect 
differed  from  those  given  by  the  late  Go- 
veromeDt  to  Lord  Amherst.  Now,  with- 
out meaning  to  deny  Ibat  the  sphit  of  the 
instructions  to  Lord  Gosford  were  geoe« 
rally  conformable  to  thoae  sent  out  to 
Loid  Amherst,  and  that  in  some  specific 
instances  tfaey  were  identically  the  same, 
to  the  assertion  of  the  boo.  Baronet,  as  it 
applied  to  the  Legislative  Council  of 
Lower  Canada,  he  must  oppose  the  most 
unqualified  and  direct  contradiction. 

Lord  Qlenelg  felt  bound  to  admit,  that 
upon  the  point  alluded  to  there  was  a 
clear  difference  between  the  two  sets  of 
instructions,  and  felt  quite  assured  that 
his  hon.  Friend,  the  Under-Secretary  for 
the  Colonies  could  not^bave  said^  that  ag 
regarded  it  they  were  the  same. 
Subject  dropped. 

HiOH  Sheriffs  (Irelakd).3  Tlie 
Earl  of  Winchilaea  rose,  in  pursuance  of 
notice  which  he  had  given  on  Friday 
evening,  to  present  a  Petition  from  Francis 
Leigh,  jun.,  Esq.,  of  the  county  of  Wex- 
ford, in  Ireland.  He  begged  to  move, 
that  the  petition  be  read.  [The  petition 
was  read  by  the  clerk,  and  complained 
that  the  petitioner  had  been  appointed  to 
fill  the  office  of  High  Sheriff  of  Wexford 
for  the  pressnt  year,  but  his  appointment 
had  afterwards  been  cancelled,  without 
any  cause  being  assigned.]  The  noble 
Earl  said,  that  before  lie  proceeded  to  offer 
a  few  brief  observations  with  reference  lo 
the  statement  made  in  the  petition,  and 
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alto  with  reference  to  the  eircamstance 
that   five  complete  lists  of  persons  who 
ijrere  poioted  out  as  eligible  to  fill  the 
siiuatioo  of  Hig;h  SheriiT,  (which  appeared 
by  the  return  on  their  Lordships*  Table,) 
gentlemen  approved  of  by  the  Judges  and 
by  the  Lord  Chancellor  of  Ireland,  an  in- 
dividual who  must  be  presumed  to  know 
who  was  best  fitted  to  fill  the  important 
office  of  High  Sheriff,  had  been  set  aside, 
be  must  beg  leave  to  observe,  that  it  was 
wiih  the  most  sincere  and  unfeigned  regret 
he  felt  himself  called  on  by  a  sense  of 
public  duty,    of  constitutional  jealousy, 
and  of  strong  feeling  with  reference  to  the 
private  wrong  which  the  petitioner  had 
sustained,  to  brine  the  conduct  of  the 
noble  £arl,  whom  he  was*  happy  to  see  in 
his  place,  and  who  held  the  high  situation 
of  Lord*Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  under  the 
consideration  of  their  Lordships.   It  would 
be  in  the  recollection  of  their  Lordships 
that    on    two  former  occasions  he    had 
stated  the  case  of  the  petitioner-— first,  in 
the  course  of  a  debate  relating  to  certain 
appointments    that    had    recently   taken 
place  in  Ireland;  and  afterwards,  having 
received  no  satisfactory  answer  as  to  the 
grounds  on  which  the  appointment  of  Mr. 
Leigh  was  cancelled,   he   moved,  that  a 
return  should  be  laid  on  their  Lordships* 
Table    of    all     official     communications 
that  had  taken  place  between  the  Irish 
Government  and  that  individual.    That 
return  was  now  before  their  Lordships, 
and  he  had  adopted  that  course  in  oroer 
to  show  to  their  Lordships    and  to  the 
noble  Earl,  that  he  had  proceeded  cau- 
tiously, and  that  he  had  not  unnecessarily 
sought  an  opportunity  of  attacking  the 
government    of  the   noble  Marquess   in 
Ireland.    The  course  be  pursued  gave  to 
the  Irish  Government  an  ample  opportu- 
nity for  publicly  stating  the  reason  which 
had  led  to  the  removal  of  the  petitioner 
from  the  situation  of  High  Sheriff  to  which 
he  had  been  appointed.    All  the  informa- 
tion, however,  which  they  received  on  the 
subject  was,  that  the  Lord-Lieutenant  had 
found,  on  further  inquiry,  that  Mr.  Leigh 
was  a  member  of  an  Orange  society,  and 
that,  therefore,  his  appointment  was  can- 
celled.    That  statement,  however,  he  at 
the  time  took  the  liberty  to  deny ;  and  if 
on  more  mature  inquiry  that  charge  proved 
to  be  groundless,  some  explanation,  he 
conceived y  ought  to  have  been  given,  to 
show  upon  what  other  ground  such   an 
tojiiry  had  been  inflicted  both  on  the  pub- 


lic and  private  character  of  the  petitioner. 
No  such  thing  having  been  done,  he  felt 
it  was  due  to  his  own  character,  having 
once  introduced  the  subject,  to  bring  it 
fully   under    the    consideration   of   their 
Lordships.     He  should   now  draw  their 
Lordships'  attention  to  the  very  extraordi- 
nary course  which  the  noble  Earl  had  pur- 
sued— to  the  very  great  power   he   had 
exercised  in  the  appointment  of  High  She- 
riffs in  Ireland.     The  noble  Earl  had  de- 
viated  from   that  constitutional   practice 
which  he  believed  to  have  been  invariably 
followed — namely,  that  of  appointing  no 
persons   to   act   as  Sheriffs,   rxcept  they 
were  recommended  by  the  Judges.     The 
course  of  proceeding,  if  it  could  not  be 
fully  explained,  was  of  a  most  ungracious 
character — first  to  the  Judges  of  ^Ireland, 
next  to  the  individuals  who,  having  been 
regularly  returned  on  the  lists,  were  re- 
jected.   He  believed  that  the  same  system 
which  prevailed  in  this  country  with  re- 
spect to  the  appointment  of  Sheriffs  applied 
also  to   Ireland — Sheriffs  were  formerly 
chosen  by  the  inhabitants  of  the  several 
counties.    The  election  was  in  all  proba- 
bility not  absolutely  vested  in  the  Commons, 
but,   as  in  the  case  of  the  Judges  of  the 
county  courts,  the  choice  was  finally  con- 
firmed by  the  King.     "  But  these  popular 
elections  growing  tumultuous,  were  put  an 
end  to  by  the  Statute  9tb  Edward  2na,  s.  2,- 
which   enacted  that  the  Sheriffs  should 
from  thenceforth  be  assigned  by  the  Chan- 
cellor, Treasurer,  and  Judges,  as  being 
persons  in  whom  the  same  trust  might 
with  confidence  be  reposed.''     Now,  he 
could  see  no  strong  ground  of  necessity  to 
warrant  a  departure  from  that  course.  On 
the  contrary,   he  contended  that  it  was 
unconstitutional  to  do  so, and  he  denied  the 
right  of  the  Crown  to  appoint  Sheriffs 
without  the  recommendation  of  the  judges 
of  the  land,  those  who  recommended  the 
list  being  answerable  for  such  recommend- 
ation.    That  was  not  merely  his  opinion 
—it  was  the  opinion  also  of  the  learned 
Blackstone,  who  cited  a  case  which  oc- 
curred in  the  reign  of  Henry  6th,  where 
the  King,  of  his  own  authority,  appointed 
a  man,  Sheriff  of  Lincolnshire,  without 
reference  to  the  Judges.    The  individual 
refused  to  serve;    and  the  question  came 
to    be    considered    before    the    Judges, 
whether  he  should  be  fined  for  his  refusal. 
The  two  Chief  Justices,  Sir  John  Fortescue 
and  Sir  John  Prisot,  delivered  the  unanim- 
ous opinion  of  the  Judges  thus  :*— "  That 
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the  King  did  an  error  when  he  made  a 
person  Sheriff  that  was  not  chosen  and 
presented  to  him  according  to  the  statute. 
That  the  person  refusing  was  liable  to  no 
fine  for  disobedience,  as  if  he  had  been 
one  of  the  three  persons  chosen  according 
to  the  tenor  of  the  statute.**     Upon  this 
point,  then,  it   appeared  that  Sir  John 
Fortescue  and  the  Judges  were  unanimous 
in  his  day.     Blackstone  went  on  to  ob- 
serve, "  But,  notwithstanding  this  unanim- 
ous resolution  of  all  the  Judges  of  Eng- 
land, thus  entered  in  the  Council  Book, 
and   the  statute  34  and  35  Henry  8th, 
chap.  26,  section  61,  which  expressly  re- 
cognizes this  to  be  the  law  of  the  land, 
some  of  our  writers  have  affirmed,  that  the 
King,  by  his  prerogative,  may  name  whom 
he  pleases  to  be  Sheriff,  whether  chosen 
by  the  Judges  or  no.     This  is  grounded 
on  a  very  particular  case  in  the  5th  year 
of  Queen  Elizabeth,  when,  by  reason  of 
the  plague,  there  was  no  Michaelmas  term 
kept  at  Westminster ;   so  that  the  Judges 
could  not  meet    there   in  crastino  ani- 
marum  to  nominate  the  Sheriffs ;    where- 
upon, appointing  for  the  most  part  one  of 
two  remaining  in  last  year's,  the  Queen 
named  them  herself,  without  such  previous 
assembly  list.  And  this  case,  thus  circum- 
stanced, is  the  only  authority  in  our  books 
for  making  these  extraordinary  Sheriffs." 
This  showed  what  the  usage  and  custom 
of  the  country  had  been  from  a  very  early 
time.     Blackstone  further  observed — "  It 
was  true,  that  it  was  held  that  the  Queen, 
by  her  prerogative,  might  make  a  Sheriff 
without  the  election  of  the  Judges,  non 
obstmnte  aliquo  statuto  in  contrarium ;  but 
the  doctrine  of  non  obstantis,  which  sets 
the  prerogative  above  the  laws,  was  ef- 
fectually demolished  by  the  Bill  of  Rights 
at  the  Revolution,  and  abdicated  West- 
minster-hall, when  King  James  abdicated 
the  kingdom.     However,  it  most  be  ac- 
knowledged that  the  practice  of  occasionally 
naming  what  are  called  pocket-sheriffs  by 
the    sole  authority  of   the   Crown  hath 
uniformly  continued  to  the  reign  of  his 
present  Majesty,  in  which  I  believe  few,  if 
any  instances  have   occurred."    To   this 
there  was  added  a  note,  stating  that  the 
unanimous  opinion  of  the  Judges    pre- 
vented   the    possibility  in   our    days   of 
the  appointment  of  what   was   called  a 
pocket-sheriff.     He  had  thus  spoken  of 
the  question  in  a  constitutional  point  of 
view,  and  unless  the  noble  Earl  could  show 
some  strong  reason  for  cancelling  the  ap- 1 
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pointment  of  the  gentleman  to  whom  he 
had  alluded,  and  next,  for  rejecting  the 
lists  for  five  different  counties,  and  ap- 
pointing Sheriffs,withoot  the  recommeBda- 
tion  of  the  Judges,  it  was  a  case,  be  con* 
ceived,  that  called  for  serious  considera- 
tion.    In  his  opinion,  the  noble  Earl  had 
exercised  one  of  the  greatest  prerogatives 
of  the  Crown  most  unconstitutionally.    In 
that  country,  where  the  law  was  so  much 
abused,  he  believed  that,  up  to  the  time 
when  Sir  Robert  Peel  became  Secretary, 
the  appointment  of  Sheriffs  was  lodced  at 
as   nearly  connected    with   partisanship. 
Sir  Robert  Peel,  however,  corrected  the 
evil,  and  placed  the  selection  of  Sheriffs 
on  the  ground  which  he  had  stated.  From 
that  period  up  to  the  present  year,  do 
deviation  from  that  system  had  been  in- 
troduced;   and  he  was  very  sorry,  that 
lately  matters  of   a    political   character 
should  have  interfered  with  those  appoint- 
ments.    He  was  not  acquainted  with  the 
five  gentlemen  who  had  been  named  by 
Government,  instead  of  selecting  from  the 
Judges'  lists. — He  supposed  that  they  were 
respectable  persons ;  but  it  was  well  known 
that  they  were  all  supporters  of  his  Ma- 
jesty's Government.     Now,  with  respect 
to  the  petitioner,  the  simple  case  was  this: 
in  the  6rst  instance,  he  received  the  follow- 
ing letter: 

"Dublin  Castle,  Dec.  4th,  1835. 

"  Sib — I  am  directed  by  the  Lord-Lieute- 
nant  to  acquaint  you  that  his  Excellency  has 
been  pleased  to  appoint  yon  to  be  High  Sheriff 
of  the  coonty  of  Wexford  for  the  ensuing  year. 
And  I  have  to  request  you  will  make  the  jm. 
cessary  arrangements  for  undertaking  the  du- 
ties of  that  office. ->1  have,  &c. 

"  Francis  Leigh,  Esq."  «  Mobpeth." 

Mr.  Leigh  heard  no  more  of  this  appoint- 
ment until  public  report  infwmed  him  that 
it  was  about  to  he  conferred  on  another. 
Knowing  that  the  assizes  were  at  hand,  he 
was  anxious  to  receive  his  watrant.  A 
letter  was,  tlierefore,  on  the  13th  of  Febni* 
ary,  addressed  to  the  Secretary  by  Mr. 
Reed,  the  Sub-sheriff,  stating  that  he  was 
directed  by  Francis  Leigh,  Esq.,  to  intiouOe 
that  he  had  made  all  the  necessary  anwoge- 
ments  for  the  performance  of  the  duties  of 
High  Sheriff,  and  requesting  to  be  informed 
on  what  day  his  warrant  would  be  ready. 
To  this  application  the  following  answer 
was  returned: — 

*'  Dublin  Castle,  Feb.  16, 1833. 
"  Sir— I  have  the  honour  to  acknowledge 
the  receipt  of  your  letter  of  the  13th  instaot.; 
and,  in  reply,  I  beg  to  stale,  that  a  coramuui- 
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cfttion  having  been  very  recently  made  to  the 
Lord-Lieutenant,  from  a  quarter  on  which  he 
could  rely,  that  Mr.  Leigh  was  connected  with 
Orange  societies,  his  Excellency,  in  conformity 
with  the  rule  on  which  he  has  uniformly  acted, 
felt  it  to  be  his  duty  not  tojippoint  Mr.  Leigh 
to  the  office  of  Sheriff.  His  Excellency  very 
much  regrets  that  Mr.  Leigh  should  have  been 
subjected  to  any  inconvenience  in  consequence 
of  the  lateness  of  the  period  at  which  the  com- 
munication referred  to  was  made,  and  also 
that  Mr.  Leigh  was  not  immediately  informed 
of  the  intention  of  his  Excellency  to  appoint 
another  Sheriff,  an  omission  which  is  to  be 
attributed  to  my  having  overlooked,  in  examin- 
ing the  paper  connected  with  the  appointment 
of  Sheriffs,  the  fact  that  an  intimation  had  been 
conveyed  to  Mr.  Leigh,  on  the  4th  of  Decem- 
ber, by  Lord  Morpeth,  of  which  I  was  not 
aware  until  I  received  your  letter  already  re- 
ferred to.    I  am,  &c.,  T.  Druhmond. 

"  George  Reed,  Esq.,  26,  South  Cumber- 
land-street." 

Now,  he  would  not  enter  into  any  inquiry 
whether  Mr.  Leigh  was  or  was  not  a  mem- 
ber of  an  Orange  lodge.  But  it  appeared 
to  him,  aflter  that  gentleman  had  been  ap- 
pointed Sherifi^  that  it  was  a  most  extraor- 
dinary step  for  the  noble  Earl  to  take,  when 
be  thought  proper  to  remove  bim  from  that 
oflke  on  such  a  ground  ;  for  it  should  be 
recollected  that,  at  the  time  when  the  trans- 
actbn  took  place,  the  Crown  bad  not  ex- 
pressed any  disapprobation  of  Orange 
lodges.  He  had  now  done  that  whicb  he 
deemed  it  to  be  his  duty  to  do,  and  he  cer- 
tainly should  feel  sincere  pleasure  if  the 
noble  Earl  could  place  the  transaction  in  a 
satisfactory  light.  In  this  country,  at 
least,  the  proceedings  to  wbtch  he  had 
adverted  would  be  considered  as  unconsti- 
tutional, and,  for  his  own  part,  he  looked 
upon  the  question  as  one  of  very  great  con- 
stitutional importance.  He  should  now  sit 
down,  having  afforded  the  noble  Earl  a 
full  opportunity  of  satisfactorily  answer, 
ing  what  he  had  advanced. 

The  Earl  of  Mulgrave  commenced  by 
returning  thanks  to  the  noble  Earl  for  the 
very  courteous  manner  in  which  his  obser- 
vations were  delivered.  The  noble  Earl's 
speech  naturally  separated  itself  into  two 
heads-*  the  general  arrangement  by  which 
the  selection  of  Sheriffs  was  rq^latedn  d 
the  particular  question  of  Mr.  Leigh's  non- 
appointment.  He  should  first  apply  him- 
self to  the  part  of  the  general  arrangement 
In  reference  to  this,  he  should  commence 
by  stating,  that  though  the  law  in  the  two 
countries  was  the  same,  nothing  could  be 
more  different  than  the  circumstances  at- 
tending the   appointments  of  Sheriffs   in 
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England  and  Ireland.     In  Ireland  there 
was  no  general  meeting  of  the  Judges  or  of 
persons  representing  the  Executive  for  the 
purpose,  neither  were  the  names  selected 
according  to  a  list  going  on  from  year  to 
year,  and  of  which  the  first  in  order  was 
sure  to  be  nominated.     The  Judge  going 
the  assize  made  a  return  of  three  names  to 
the  Government,  and  to  the  list  so  returned 
the  selection  was  usually  confined.     But 
the  practice  of  naming  the  Sheriffs  from  the 
Judge's  list  was  by  no  means  invariable. 
He  did  not  understand  the  noble  Earl  to 
question  the  prerogative  of  the  Crown  to 
pass  over  those  names,  if  any  positive  dis- 
qualification could  be  shown  to  exist  Now 
he  should  commence  by  avowing  at  once 
that  he  had  taken  quite  a  new  ground  of 
objection  to  the  names  placed  by  the  Judges 
on  their  list,  from  that  adopted  by  any  of 
his  predecessors.     He  had  felt  an  inclina- 
tion, very  soon  after  his  assumption  of  the 
government  of  Ireland,  to  lay  down  a  rule 
that  in  no  instance  should  an  individual  be 
appointed  to  any  office  in  his  gift  who  could 
be  proved  to  have  been  connected  with  any 
secret  exclusive  political  society.     Having 
communicated  this  wish  to  the  Govemmeni, 
and  received  their  sanction  to  its  adoption, 
he  had  put  it  into  operation  in  every  case, 
and  the  responsibility  of  having  so  done 
belonging  entirely  to  himself,  he  was  quite 
ready  to  take  it  on  himself.     Such  being 
the  case,  it  remained  for  him  but  to  say, 
that  whenever  a  name  had  been  passed  over, 
its  omission  was  justifiable  either  on  the 
ground  of  the  individual  coming  within  the 
rule  he  had  mentioned,  or  on  that  of  per- 
sonal inability.   As  to  whether  it  was  usual 
to  pass  over  the  names  sent  by  the  judges, 
and  to  nominate  gentlemen  without  con- 
sulting those  learned  authorities,  he  would 
not  take  upon  himself  to  say,  but  of  this  he 
could  assure  their  Lordships,  that  in  the 
course  he  had  taken  of  nominating  Sherifis 
without  applying  to  the  Judges,  he  was 
borne  out  by  the  authority  of  all  the  law- 
officers  of  the  Crown,  and  in  particular  by 
the  highest  legal  authority  in    Ireland^* 
that  of  the  Lord  Chancellor.     The  noble 
Earl  had  referred  to  the  return  presented 
last  evening  as  tending  to  prove  that  the 
invariable  practice  had  been  to  select  the 
Sheriffs  from  the  Judge's  list ;  but  although 
in  many  respects  the  return  was  inaccurate, 
in  consequence  of  the  despatch  with  which 
'it  was  drawn  up,  there  were  sufficient  ma- 
terials to  enable  him  to  prove  that  such  was 
not  in  every  instance  the  case.    In  alluding 
to  that  ret  urn,  the  noble  Earl  had  made  some 
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pursued  in  the  appointment  of  Sheriff,  and 
adopting  a  practice  unknown  to  the  Consti- 
tution. The  noble  Earl  had  stated,  that  Lord 
Wellesler,  when  he  was  Lord-Lieutenant 
cf  Ireland,  had  thought  it  right  to  depart 
from    the     usual     mode     of    nominating 
Sherifis,  and   that  by  this   pnxreoding  he 
had    nominated    persons   who   were   most 
likely  to  do  justice.     The  noble  Earl  had 
also  in  his  defence  stated,  that  he  heard — 
for  this  was  the  first  phantom  which  ap- 
peared to  frighten  him — that  some  indivi- 
duals  were  connected   with    the  Orange 
institution.     But  although  this  panic  had 
affected  the  noble  Earl,    he  did  not  see  any 
jftst  ground  why  this  panic  should  |iosse5s 
his  breost.     He  did  not  see  why  the  noble 
Earl  should  have    any  reason    to  suppose 
that  gentlemen  who  had  been   connected 
with  the  Orange  society  should  not    be 
able  to  discharge  the  duties  incidental  to 
any  public  situation  in  a  manner  likely  to 
support  the  best  interests  of  the  country. 
He  knew  many  of  those  gentlemen,  who 
had  dL^hargcd  those  duties  in  a  way  as 
weU  calculated  to  preserve  those  interests 
as  any  other  Members  of  any  other  class  of 
society.     The  persons  who  belonged  to  the 
late  Orange  institution  had  the  good  of 
the  country  at  heart  as  much  as  the  noble 
Earl,  and  bore  as  good  characters  as  he  did 
himself,  and,  therefore,  the  noble  Earl  was 
not  justified  in  supposing  that  a  gentle- 
man, because  he  had  been  connected  with 
that  society,  would  not  properly  discharge 
the  duty  of  SherifE     He  could  not  then, 
as  a  member  of  that  institution,  which  was 
now  no  more,    refrain     from    protesting 
against   the    allegations    brought    against 
that  society  by  the  noble  Earl.     He  must 
say  further,  that  it  was  a  most  ungracious 
net  to  pass  by  the  opinions  of  the  twelve 
Judges  of  Ireland  on   this    subject — the 
opinions  of  men  holding  important  situa- 
tions, and  of  high  character -» men  as  much 
admired  and  beloved  as  any  persons  ever 
were  who  filled  those  situations  :  and  whv 
the  recommendation  of  those  persons  should 
be  passed  by  in  making  a  nomination  of 
Sheriffs,  he  could  not  see.     The  cx))]ana- 
ticm  of  the  noble  Earl  on  this  subject  had 
not  satisfied  him  (the  Earl  of  Roden),  and 
he  did  not  know  whether  it  had  satisfied 
their  Lordships.     With  respect  to  the  case 
of  Mr.   Leigh,  the  noble  Earl  had  said, 
that  if  he  had  known  what  he  now  knew, 
he  would  not  haye  done  what  he  had  done, 
and    Mr.    Leigh   would   have    been   now 
Sheriff  of  Wexford  ;  at  least,  that  was  the 
ioterpretaiton  he  put  upon  the  noble  Earls 


language.  Bot  what  were  the 
wh^  the  noble  Lord  had  given  for 
fusing  to  appoint  Mr.  Leigh?  The  6ist 
reason  he  assigned  was,  that  be  believed  him 
to  be  a  member  of  the  Orange  society, 
although  he  (Mr.  Leigh)  most  positively 
declared  he  was  not.  Secondly,  because 
Mr.  Leigh  was  a  strong  political  man. 
Why,  was  not  the  noble  Earl  himself  a 
strong  political  partisan  ? 

The  Earl  of  Mmlgrate  interposed  to 
state,  that  Mr.  Leigh's  strong  political 
opinions  were  among  the  reasons  which 
had  been  urged  upon  him  for  withholding 
j  his  ratification  of  this  i^ypointment,  but  he 
had  at  once  stated  that  those  reasons 
should  be  of  no  avail  in  influencing  his 
determination.  He  had  also  staled,  that 
Mr.  Leigh  would,  in  his  opinion,  be  per- 
fectly eligible  now  for  the  situation  of 
Sheriff. 

The  Earl  of  Roden  continued — The  no. 
ble  Earl  had  further  stated,  as  an  addi- 
tional reason  for  not  appointing  Mr.  Leigli, 
that  he  was  a  person  of  no  property.  But 
he  (the  Earl  of  Roden)  had  reason  to  know 
that  Mr.  Leigh's  father  was  possessed  of 
property  of  5,000/  a-year  in  the  county, 
and  it  had  lieen  the  practice  that  the  sons 
of  men  of  property  should  be  placed  in  high 
and  important  situations  in  the  country. 
He  was  glad  that  the  noble  Earl  ( WinchU- 
sea)  had  brought  forward  this  motion,  be* 
cause  he  could  assure  the  noble  Earl  at 
the  .Table  (Mulgrave)  that  this  course  had 
caused  the  greatest  pain  to  the  resident 
gentry  and  nobility  of  Ireland,  and  he 
regretted  that  any  circumstance  should  have 
taken  place  so  much  calculated  to  call 
forth  a  feeling  of  scmtow  and  regret  on 
their  part  as  the  events  which  gave  rise  to 
this  discussion.  In  stating  his  opinions  on 
this  question,  he  had  not  any  private  hos- 
tility against  the  noble  Earl  to  gratify. 
The  noble  Earl  had  always  treated  him 
with  perfect  courtesy,  and  he  had  spoken 
of  him  as  a  public  character,  and  he  was 
quitcsure  the  noble  Earl  would  forgive  him  if 
he  had  unknowingly  said  anything  that 
could  wound  his  private  feelings.  He 
should  now  conclude  the  observations  he 
had  thought  it  his  duty  to  make,  by  ex* 
pressing  his  strong  opinion  that  we  ought 
to  go  back  to  the  old  constitutional  custom 
of  consulting  the  Judges  of  the  land  on 
these  occasions. 

The  Marquess  €ii  Lansdonme  :  The  sub- 
ject of  the  appointment  of  Sherifis  in  this 
country  and  Ireland  having  been  referred 
to  by  the  noble  Earl  who  inlroduoed  this 
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discusnim — ^and  wbo,  he  must  say,  intro- 
daced  it  in  terms  of  fairness  and  moder- 
aliony  of  which  no  man,  and  he  was  sure 
least     of   all     his     noble    Friend     (Earl 
Mulgrave),      could    complain  —  he    felt 
anxious  to  say  a  few  .words  on  the  question 
Mrhich  had  been   submitted  to  them,  and 
with  the  view  of  correcting  some  mistakes 
into  which  he  conceived    the  noble  Earl 
(Winchilsea)  had  fallen.     With  respect  to 
fingland,  he  certainly  never  understood  it 
not  to  be  within  the  prerogative  of  the 
Crown,  and  being  within  the  prerogative 
he  was  not  disposed  to  say  that  it  should  be 
abandoned,  to  appoint  a  person  ns  Sheriti^  on 
the  responsibility  of  the  advisers   of   the 
Crown,  who  was  not  recommended  by  the 
Judges.     Such    appointments    had    taken 
place  both  in  the  Government  in  which  he 
had  the  honour  to  have  a  part,  and  in  most, 
he  would  not   say  all,  of  those  by  which 
they  had  been    preceded.     It    would    be 
very  inconvenient  if  circumstances,   which 
might  reach  the  ears  of  the  advisers  of  the 
Crown  between  the  period  when  the  re- 
commendation of  the  Judges  was  given  and 
the  time  when  the  final  selection  and  nomi- 
nation was  made  by  the  Crown,  had  not 
their  due  weight  with  the  advisers  of  the 
Crown,  particularly  when  it  was  borne  in 
mind  that  if  such  circumstances  had  been 
mentioned  to  the  Judges  when  they  made 
the   recommendation,    they   would  in   all 
probability  have  abstained  from  making  it. 
Therefore,  he  believed  that  the  Crown,  had 
in  a  great  many  instances,  and  on  an  im- 
mediate emergency,   exercised   the   power 
of  nominating  a  person  Sheriff,   who  had 
not  been  thus  recommended.     Whether  the 
Crown   was     enabled    to  compel    a    per- 
son so  appointed   to  perform    the  duties  of 
Sheriff  was  a  question  into  the  discussion  of 
which  he  did  not  then  mean  to  enter,  but 
certain  it  was,  that  the  Crown  was  entitled 
to  exercise  the  right  of  nomination  to  the 
ofBce,  in  the  case  of  an  individual  situated 
as  he  had  described.     But  the  noble  Lord 
had  stated,  that  he  undcrstocid  the  law  to  be 
uniform   with  regard  to  the  question  in 
England   and   Ireland.       Now    he    could 
assure  the  noble  Earl  that  in  this  suppo- 
sition he  would  find  himself  mistaken.     He 
believed  that  it  would   be  found  that  in 
Ireland  there  was  no  law  or    regulation 
which  prevented  the  Crown  from  selecting 
a  person  to  be  invested  with  the  high  re- 
sponsibilities of  this  situation.     Since  he 
came  into  the  House  he  referred  to  the 
Irish  Act  of  Parliament  on  the  subject  (the 
1st  of  Henry  7tb.)  by  wluch  all  pre-existing 
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regulations  and  laws  with  respect  to  the 
appointment  ofSheriff  were  done  away  with 
for  the  purpose  of  vesting  the  appointment 
in  the  Crown,  and  from  that  time  it  had 
remained  vested  in  the  Crown ;  no  Act  or 
interference  of  Parliament  having  deprived 
the  Crown  of  the  authority  which  had  been 
so  reposed  in  it.  Undoubtedly  it  happened 
that  abuses  rQsulted  from  this  system 
to  such  a  degree  that  Sir  Robert  Peel,  when 
he  filled  an  office  connected  with  the  Go- 
vernment of  the  country,  was  of  opinion — 
and  it  was  only  what  was  to  be  expected 
from  the  justice  and  liberality  of  his  cha- 
racter— not  that  an  Act  of  Parliament 
should  be  introduced  for  the  purpose  of 
altering  the  law,  1)Ut  that  he  ought  to 
express  his  wish  to  be  advised  by  the 
Judges  on  the  subject  of  those  appoint- 
ments, and  thereby  establish  it  as  a  rule 
of  conduct  for  his  own  giudance,  which 
had  been  followed  by  subsequent  Secreta- 
ries, that  the  adviser  of  the  Crown  should 
consult  with  the  judges.  The  prerogative, 
h o we ver,of  course,  still  continued tobe  vested 
separately  and  distinctly  in  the  Crown. 
Now  with  respect  to  the  discretion  with 
which  this  power  had  been  used  in  the  pre- 
sent instance.  His  noble  Friend  had  Udd 
the  House  the  circumstances  under  which 
he  acted  :  that  he  received  credible  infor- 
mation that  Mr.  Leigh  belonged  to  a 
secret  society,  and  that  the  period  at  which 
that  fact  was  communicated  to  him  admit- 
ting of  no  dehiy  in  determining  the  course 
to  ha  pursued,  for  the  time  for  the  Slieriff 
entering  on  the  execution  of  the  duties  of 
his  office  was  at  hand,  he  resolved  upon 
rejecting  Mr.  Leigh.  His  noble  Friend 
did  not  do  so,  however,  as  he  had  himself 
stated — and  it  was  >ery  important  for  the 
House  so  to  understand  him — because  Mr. 
Leigh  was  an  individual  holding  any  par- 
ticular political  opinions.  So  far  from 
being  biassed  by  any  such  consideration, 
his  noble  Friend  stated,  that  when  that 
allegation  was  made  in  the  first  instance 
against  Mr.  Leigh,  he  distinctly  replied, 
that  snch  an  allegation  he  could  not  and 
would  not  admit  into  his  consideration.  His 
noble  Friend  had  determined  to  reject  Mr. 
Leigh  only  when  he  found  that  he  was  a 
member  of  a  secret  society,  which  it  ap- 
peared to  the  Parliament,  as  well  as  to  the 
Government,  was  of  a  description  to  disqua- 
lify an  individual  belonging  to  it  from 
holding  any  public  situation ;  and,  as  it 
had  been  recently  admitted,  was  such  as  to 
disqualify  a  person  to  hold  even  the  hum- 
ble situAtioD  of  a  police  comt^bW*   Upoa 
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ihfti  refyresentation  his  noble  Frinad  kail 
acted  in  the  way  which  he  was  suie  he 
would  always  continue  to  act — namelT, 
in  that  which  he  conceived  to  be  ooodu- 
cive  to  the  public  aenrioe.  In  this  coaDirr 
—  he  did  not  know  whether  the  case  was 
diffiirent  in  Ireland — he  knew  that  the 
ground  of  complaint,  with  respect  to  the 
office  of  Sheriff^  was  not,  that  an  individual 
was  not  nominated  to,  bat  his  appointment 
to  the  office  was  considered  the  grievance. 
He  hoped^  then.,  that  Mr.  Leigh  would 
not  find  the  hardship  altogether  intolerable, 
of  being  deprived  of  the  advantages  and  en- 
joyment resulting  from  this  office  for  one 
year.  He  said  for  one  year,  because  he 
was  the  first  to  admit  that  Mr.  Leigh, 
having  vindicated  himself  from  the 
charge  of  being  an  Orangeman — ^if  he 
had  so  vindicated  himselt* — ^but  above 
all,  (he  secret  society  to  which  he  be- 
longed being  disclaimed^  not  only  by 
Mr.  Leigh,  but  by  those  to  whose  autho- 
rity that  ecntleman  would  be  natunilly  in- 
clined to  look  up,  and  these  leading  indi- 
viduals, much  to  their  own  honour,  and 
for  the  public  benefit,  having  receded  from 
the  institution,  by  which  course  they  had 
placed  not  only  themselves,  but  numerous 
other  classes,  in  a  situation  which  enabled 
•  them  to  serve  in  this  and  many  other  pub- 
lic functions,  for  which  an  adherence  to  a 
secret  society  had  previously  disqualified 
them — he  said  not  only  that  Mr.  Leigh, 
but  every  other  gentleman  so  situated,  was 
eligible  to  fill  the  situation  of  Sherifi';  and 
he  could  answer  for  his  noble  Friend  as 
he  would  for  himself,  that  if  he  continued 
to  fill  the  high  situation  of  his  Majesty's 
representative,  he  would  neither  deprive 
Mr.  Leigh  nor  any  other  man,  who  was 
entitled  to  it,  of  the  honour  and  distinction 
of  serving  the  public  in  the  important 
office  of  SheriflT.  He  trusted  that  in  future, 
whatever  might  have  been  the  case  with 
respect  to  the  past,  that  no  party  distinc- 
tions or  party  differences  would  have  the 
Swer  of  influencing  such  appointments, 
e  thought  his  noble  Friend  had  fully 
acquitted  himself  of  all  blame  with  respect 
to  the  non-appointment  in  question;  and 
it  was  also  satisfactory  to  reflect,  that  if  his 
noble  Friend  had  acted  under  any  mistake, 
or  misunderstanding,  or  misapprehension,  it 
oould  be  attended  with  no  mischievous 
consequences,  and  with  but  little,  if  any, 
inconvenience. 

The  Marquess  of  Lond<mderry  was 
anxious  to  make  a  few  observations  upon 
this  questionj  because  the  noUe  Earl  was 
^ing  back  to  Ireland  with  new  powers  of 
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formidable  nature,  and 
felt  jealous  of  the  manner  in  whick  tiK 
noUe  Earl  had  exercised  the  powers  vUcfc 
had  been  intrusted  to  him.     He  oould  not 
but  advert,  however,  in  the  first  plarr,  to 
the  distinction  with  which  the  nMe  £ari 
had  thought  proper  to  treat  a 
had  maligned  that  House,  by  inviiii^ 
to  his  table  at  the  Castle.   Never 
any  transaction  which  was  felt  so  deeplr  hf 
the  gentry    and    Protestants  of   Ir^ssid. 
The  oonsequenoo  was,  that  the  nob&e  Eaii, 
instead  of  being  treated  in  the  provi] 
Ulster  with  that  sort  of  reception 
representative  of  royalty  had  belaie  ali 
met  with,  he  oould  of  his  own 
state,  that  the  noble  EarVs  reoeptioii 
very  diflercnt  to  what  it  would  have 
if  that  distinction  had  not  been  paid.     He 
could  tell  the  noble  Earl  and  the  Govern- 
ment,  that  he  had  disgusted  the  people  cif 
Ireland.  p:uticuhirly  the  northern  parts  of 
the  island,  by  that  proceeding.     Ue  w«s 
aware   that   it  had  been  termed  a  mere 
matter  of  routine,  but  after  the  speeches 
which  that  perron  had  made  against  their 
Lordships*  House,  which  he  was  ashamed 
to  refer  to,  he  must  say,  that  he  looked 
upon  it  as  one  of  the  most  degrading  things 
that  ever  was  committed.     He  had  further 
to  complain  of  the  constabulary  and  law 
appointments  which  had  taken  place  since 
the  noble  Earl  had  filled  his  present  atua- 
tion.     He  believed  that  the  Catholics  in 
the  constabularv  were  as  ten  to  one  Pru- 
testant,  and  he  challenged  the  noUe  and 
learned  Lord  to  assist  him  in  making  out 
a  complete  list.     In  the  north  of  Ireland, 
moreover,    the    assistant    barristeni    were 
generally  removed,  as  was  stated,  for  poli* 
tical  purposes.     This  was  the  case  of  the 
town  of  Belfast.     Afler  a  great  struggle 
for  ascendancy,  two  Conservative  Members 
were  returned  for  that  town*     The  assist- 
ant-barrister who  was  now  appointed  was 
a  CiUholic  gentleman  not  known  in  that 
part  of  the  world,  and  all  the  arrangements 
were  overturned,  which  had  been    before 
going  on  in  a  manner  very  satisfaetoiy  to 
all  parties.     He  had  before  menUoned  the 
appointment  of  Mr.  Finlay,  the  editor  or 
proprietor  of  the  Northern    Whig,  to   a 
situation    in    the    Stemp-Offiee,  and  he 
begged  to  be  informed  whether  that  ap- 
pointment had  taken  place  or  not*    Tlieve 
was  a  case  of  the  dismissal  of  a  subordiiiate 
public  officer  at  the  Castle,  whidi  he  eould 
not  help  viewing  with  jealonsy,  though  he 
did  not  question  the  prerogative  of  the 
nobli;  Earl.    This  person  |^  laMd  out 
every  Lord*Lieutenaat  for  the  last  thirtjr 
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yean,  and  notr  he  was  Curned  out  in  hts 
oid  age,  without  a  pension  for  hig  past 
aervieei.  He  would  tell  the  noble  £arl 
fairly  and  honestly  as  an  Irishman,  that  the 
oonnexion  of  these  circumstanoes,  the 
ebanging  of  assistant-barristers  where  they 
were  hoatiie  to  the  Government,  the  num- 
ber of  CathoUos  in  the  constabulary  and 
law  appointments,  and  the  re-appointment 
of  Mr.  Gore  Jones,  after  insulting  the 
magistrates  of  two  counties,  and  placing 
him  in  an  adjoining  county  as  a  stipendiary 
magistrate— all  these  circumstances,  view^ 
in  conneidon  with  each  other,  showed  that 
the  noble  Earl  was  deficient  in  those  quali- 
ties whidi  he  insisted  upon  were  necessary 
in  persons  connected  with  the  administra- 
tion of  government  in  that  country-^he 
meant  impartiality  and  a  freedom  from 
|K)litical  bias.  But  when  he  saw  the  noble 
Earl  with  the  great  patronage  which  he 
possessed  acting  as  he  had  done,  he  was  too 
deeply  connected  in  feeling  with  Ireland, 
wiUi  which  his  very  existence,  he  might 
say,  since  his  earliest  childhood,  had  been 
bound  up,  not  to  recommend  the  noble 
Earl  to  abstain  in  future  from  injuring  the 
best  interests  of  the  country  by  continuing 
in  the  course  he  had  begun. 

The  Earl  of  Ifiulgrave  promised  not  to 
keep  their  Lordships  from  their  dinner  to. 
day,  by  making  them  re-digest  the  dinner 
which,  after  having  been  served  up  to  them 
nine  montlis  ago|  the  noble  Marquess  had 
now  again  served  up  to  them.  With  respect  to 
the  iirat  point  to  which  the  noble  Marquess 
had  adverted,  he  must  say  that  the  invita. 
lions  to  the  table  at  the  Castle  were  given 
without  any  distinction  of  party.  But  at 
the  same  time  he  begged  to  say,  that  he 
was  not  bound  down  to  approve  of  any 
particular  terms  which  any  guest  of  his 
might  have  used.  With  regard  to  the  dis- 
missal of  the  gentleman  to  whom  the  noble 
Marquess  hsd  alluded — be  believed  he 
meant  Sir  Stewart  Bruce*- he  had  not  been 
influenced  in  directing  that  dismissal  by  any 
political  motives,  and  indeed  he  might  say 
that  his  reasons  were  approved  of  even  by 
the  party  himself.  Sir  Stewart  Bruce  had 
been  gentkman-usher  at  the  Castle  for  the 
last  thirty  or  forty  years;  but,  unfortu* 
natdy,  the  beat  men  would  grow  old  in 
time,  and  he  thought  that  Sir  Stewart 
Bruce  had  arrived  at  that  time  of  life 
which  was  no  longer  calculated  for  the 
performance  of  the  duties  of  gentleman- 
usher.  With  respect  to  the  constabulary 
of  Armagh,  it  did  so  happen  that  he  had 
stid  a  spaach  of  the  noble  Marquess  on  this 


subject.    It  was  well  known  that  in  any 
appointments  which  were  made  on  vacan* 
cies  occurring,  the  Lord-Ueutenant  merely 
signed  his  initials  to  the  paper  which  con- 
tained the  nomination, without  being  cogni. 
aant  of  tlie  party  or  religion  to  which  the 
person  nameo  might  belong.     As,  however, 
amongst  the  few  speeches  of    the   noble 
Marquess  which  he  had  read,  there  was 
one  in  which  charges  were  brought  against 
him  with  respeet  to  these  appointments,  he 
had  called  for  a  Return  from  the  Inspector 
General  of  Police,  to  ascertain  the  numbers 
of  Catholics  and  Protestants  in  the  consta- 
bulary force.     By  that  Return,  it  appeared 
that  the  police  were — Protestants  ninety- 
seven  ;    Catholics   twenty-one ;   dismissal, 
one  Catholic.     The  constables  were— Pro- 
testants nineteen;    Catholic  one;  so  that 
this  did  not  look  very  much  like  the  noble 
Marquess's  ten   to  one.      The  constables 
appointed  by  Sir  Frederick  Stovin  were— 
Protestants  two ;  Catholics  one ;  and  these 
were  made,  as  is  usual  in  such  cases^  in 
reward  for  honesty  or  some  meritorious  act. 
The  Catholic  constable  had  returned  some 
bank-notes  which    had  been    stolen,  and 
would  not  have  been  otherwise  recovered. 
He  was  not  aware  of  any  other  patronage 
he  had  exercised  in  the  county  of  Armagh. 
The  noble  Marquess  had  referred  to  the 
transfer  of  the  assistant- barristers,  and  had 
alleged  it  was  done  with  political  views. 
He  certainly  had,  acting  on  the  advice  of 
the  Crown -officers  of  Ireland,  come  to  the 
determination  of  preventing  any  assistant- 
barrister  going  on  his  own  circuit,  but  he 
had  done  so  from  a  desire  to  improve  the 
public  service,  and  render  the  administra- 
tion of  justice  impartiaL     Then,  with  re- 
gard   to    the    appointment    of    assistant-i 
barristers,  and  of  the  offence  given  by  their 
appointment  to  the  Protestant  population, 
he  could  assure  their  Lordships,  that  when- 
ever these  appointments  were  to  be  made, 
his  only  inquiry  was,  who  were  the  most 
efficient  persons  that  could  be  found  to  dis- 
charge the  duties  of  that  office.    He  had 
been  charged  with  appointing  an    undue 
proportion  of  Catholics ;  now,  what  was  the 
fact  ?     Since  he  had  held  his  present  situa- 
tion six  assistant-barristers  had  been  ap. 
pointed ;  of  these,  two  were  Catholics  and 
four  were  Protestants.     Now,  indeed,  they 
were  in  the  proportion  of  three  to  two,  for 
Mr.  Acheson  Lyle  had  been  recommended 
by  him  to  his  noble  Friend  at  the  head  of 
the  Government  for  another  appointment. 
The  matter  happened  to  be  so ;  he  did  not 
malse  any  merit  of  ity  but  it  waa  the  £mIj 
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and  if  the  roost  efficient  nen  had  happened 
to  be  Catholics  he  would  have  appointed 
theoB,  from  the  same  motive  which  had 
influenced  him  in  ^ipointnig  Protestants. 
He  miirht  mention  other  attacks  which  the 
noUe  Maiqoem  had  made  upon  him,  but 
he  had  friends  who  knew  him,  and  if  thejr 
had  not  answered  all  those  attacks^  he  had 
the  consolation  of  knowing  it  was  not  he- 
cause  thej  were  unanswerable.  With  re. 
gard  to  Mr.  Fqgartf  ,  he  was  one  of  the 
most  rising  joung  men  at  the  bar,  and  his 
demeanour  in  ius  dfice  was  calculated  to 
gi^e  the  greatest  satisfaction,  and  he  did 
give  satisfaction,  not  merely  to  the  sup- 
porters of  the  Government,  but  to  thcise 
quiet  Consenratire  people  of  Belfast  who 
■aw  he  was  di^wsed  to  do  jostioe,  and 
from  whom  he  had  received  the  highest 
encomiums.  As  to  Mr.  Gore  Jones,  was 
the  noble  Marques  well  convinced  that 
the  magistrates  of  Armagh  were  dissatis6ed 
with  what  had  taken  place  ?  He  had  rea- 
son to  apprehend  that  the  contrary  was  the 
case.  Mr.  Gore  Jones  had  certainly 
placed  himself  in  an  awkward  situation,  so 
far  as  regarded  his  acting  in  concert  with 
the  magistrates  of  Armagh  ;  he  had  given 
evidence  before  a  Committee  of  the  House 
of  Commons  which  the  magistrates  thought 
cast  a  slur  upon  them.  The  magistrates, 
however,  did  not  apply  to  him  (Lord  Mul- 
grave)  in  the  first  instance,  but  expressed 
their  opinion  of  Mr.  Gore  Jones's  evidence 
by  the  application  of  very  abusive  terms  to 
him,  and  by  placarding  the  walls  with 
statements  calculated  to  do  him  an  injury, 
for  which  Mr.  Gore  Jones  brought  an  ac- 
tion. He  lamented  that,  but  he  felt  that 
he  could  not  with  propriety  interfere  be- 
tween a  Committee  of  the  House  of  Com* 
roons  on  the  one  hand,  while  a  suit  was 
pending  in  a  court  of  justice  on  the  other. 
Under  the  circumstances,  however,  he 
thought  it  prudent  to  remove  Mr.  Gore 
Jones,  meaniog,  however,  that  he  should 
be  employed  again,  as  he  was  a  very 
efficient  officer,  wherever  his  services  might 
seem  most  likely  to  be  of  use.  He  had 
not  appointed  him  to  any  situation  yet, 
because  he  had  not  made  up  his  mind 
where  he  should  employ  him,  and  there- 
fore the  newspapers  on  which  the  noble 
Marquess  was  accustomed  to  rely  for  his 
authority,  were  rather  before  him  (Lord 
Mu1|^ave)  in  giving  Mr.  Gore  Jones  an 
appointment  as  a  stipendiary  magistrate  in 
a  county  adjoining  to  Armagh.  With  re. 
apect  to  what  the  noble  Marquess  had 
itated  relative  to  hU  leceptitfa  ia  the  pro 


vince  of  LHster,  aQ  he  oouli  say  wi 
he  was  very  well  satisfiFd  with  the 
tion  he  met  with  these,  and  the  best  proof 
of  has  sati^action  that  he  oookl  ffiTe  waa^ 
that  he  should  go  there  again*    He  laoped 
he  had  answered  these  charges  with    good 
temper.       As    to    the  nmuriiiat    oT  the 
noUe  £arl  (Roden)  widi  the  Orange  inati- 
tution,  he  had  not  spoken  of  it  with  any 
intention  to  state  anything  invidious      He 
had  too  great  a  respect  for  the  noble  Earl^s 
stnughtforward  public  conduct  and  uniform 
oon^stency,  to  say  anything  further  titan 
that  the  institution  being  a  secret,  exdsuiwe, 
and  political  society,  he  ^  not  think  that 
a  member  of  it  ought  to  fill  the  responsible 
office  of  Sheriff.     Ho  man  was  more  nu. 
dined  than  himself,  however,  to  forget  that 
sudi  a  society  had  eristed,  and  in  proof  of 
this  he  had  to  mention  that  he  had  taken 
the  earliest  opportunity,  in  the  instance  of 
a  noble  Lord  who  had  been  a  memher  ai 
the  Orange  Society,  but  had  ceased  to  be 
connected  with  it,  of  confirming  the  no- 
mination of  that  noble  Lord  to  be  a  Deputy- 
Lieutenant.     He  was  extremely  nn^Kiftuff^ 
by  exerting  all  the  powets  he  puMsraK.tl,  to 
confirm  what  the  noUe  Earl  and  the  illus- 
trious Duke  had  done,  and  he  assured  them 
that  it  was  with  that  object  that  he  directed 
that  no  retrospect  should  be  made  as  to  any 
statutcable  ofieooes  committed  before  and 
tried  at  the  late  assixes.     He  wished  that 
Irishmen   would  unite  as  Irishmen,  and 
that  all  recoQectioos  of  party  distinctions 
should  be  entirely  forgotten.     The  noble 
Earl  concluded  by   apologising   to  their 
Lordships  for  the  time  he  had  occupied, 
though  he  had  spoken  quick,  becauae  he 
wished  to  release  them  as  soon  as  pasnUe^ 

The  Earl  of  WmckUsea,  in  repfy,  oh. 
served  that  he  could  not  help  thinking, 
that  in  a  constitutional  point  of  view,  the 
prerogative  of  the  Crown,  with  respect  to 
the  appointment  of  Sherifia  in  lidand, 
ought  to  be  exercised  as  it  usually  was  in 
this  country.  He  agreed  with  the  nohle 
Marquess  (Lansdowne)  that  the  Aetof  1st 
Henry  7th,  gave  the  power  of  appointing 
Sherifis  to  the  Crown,  but  that  power 
should  be  exercised  under  theconstitutioaid 
checks  which  had  usually  surrounded  it. 
Formerly  the  election  of  sheriffs  rested  with 
the  people,  and  when  the  Crown  took  tiiat 
power  to  itself,  the  leading  frediolderB  re. 
commended  the  Sheriff,  and  thus  it  in  aome 
measure  continued  in  their  hand&  Tim 
precedent  might  lead  in  future  times  to  the 
detriment  of  .the  people  of  this  country, 
becftoae  yerjr  coniideFablepowenbeloDged  Iq 
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the  Sheriff,  and  if  the  appointment  to  this 
office  was  not  placed  under  proper  check, 
the  Constitution  might  hereafter  he  placed 
in  jeopardy. 

The  Petition  to  lie  on  the  table. 

IIOUSB  OF  COMMONS, 
Tuesday,  May  17,  1836. 

Mnnms.}  Petitions  praented.  By  Lord  W.  BxurrmcK, 
IhmiTariotis  Ftaoeit  form  EqaaUsttioii  of  the  Dues  on 
East  md  WestlndU  Sugar.— By  Mr.  S.  Crawtoiid, 
ftom  Headfoid,  Cloiunany,  for  AboUtion  of  Tithes 
(Ireland). — ^By  Mr.  Sergeant  Jackson  and  other  How. 
Mbmbbss,  drool  iwrioos  Places,  against  a  Clause  for 
Ranaovii^;  the  Jurisdiction  of  Minor  CDurts  to  the  Qiiarier 
Sessions.— By  Lord  Jamks  Stuabt*  from  various  Places, 
for  a  Repeal  of  the  Duty  on  Spirit  Licences. — By  Lord 
Jambs  Stuabt,  ftmn  Irvin,  in  flivour  of  Spirituous 
Liquonf  Sale  BiU.— By  Mr.  Ci.at,  ftom  die  Medical  Pro- 
fesrion  of  various  Places,  for  Remuneration  for  Attending 
Coronei^  Inquests.— By  Mr.  Harot,  flrom  Sale,  for 
Ameadment  of  Factories^  Regulation  Act— By  Mr.  Lamb> 
TOM,  ftom  Sholtoo,  against  the  Bishopric  of  Durham  Bill. 
—By  Mr.  Hastib,  from  Paisley,  for  the  Exemption  of 
Charitable  Bequests  from  Legacy  Duty. — ^By  Mr.  O. 
WiLBBAHAif,  from  Winsford,  fbr  Aboiition  of  the  Salt 
Monopoly. — By  several  Hok.  Mbmbbbs,  ttom.  various 
Places,  for  a  Repeal  of  the  Duty  on  Newspqpen.— By  the 
Attorxbt-Gbiikral,  from  Dudley,  that  the  House  take 
the  State  of  IieUmd  into  COnsfdexBtian. 

Railroads.]]  Mr.  Morrison  spolce  as 
follows*  :-*-In  bringing  forward  the  motion 
of  which  I  have  given  notice,  if  1  trespass 
for  a  short  time  on  the  attention  of  the 
House,  I  must  plead  the  importance  and 
magnitude  of  the  interests  involved  in  the 
question  as  ray  excuse.  Honourable  Mem- 
hexs,  Sir,  may  differ  from  roe  on  this  subject ; 
some  may  consider  my  apprehensions  as 
altogether  unfounded — some,  admitting  the 
evil  which  I  would  seek  to  remedy,  may 
think  I  exaggerate  its  probable  effects — 
whilst  others,  perhaps,  agreeing  that  some, 
thing  is  necessary  to  be  done,  may  allege 
that  the  remedy  I  propose  is  inapplicable  or 
insufficient;  but  all  must  allow  that  the 
change  now  going  on,  and  which  is  likely 
at  no  distant  period  to  transfer  our  chief 
public  conveyances  from  the  King*s  high- 
ways to  a  nuniber  of  Joint-stock  Railway 
Companies,  is  a  subject  which  demands  the 
early,  the  delibexate,  and  the  serious  atten- 
tion of  Parliament. 

I  need  not.  Sir,  occupy  the  timeof  the  House 
by  pointing  out  how  important  it  is  to  a  com- 
mercial and  manufacturing  people  like  our. 
selves  that  our  means  of  conveying  persons 
and  goods  from  place  to  place  should  be  as 
perfect  as  possible ;  every  one  must  be  aware 
how  much  has  been  done  in  this  way  during 
ihe  last  twenty  or  thirty  years.  It  would  be 
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*  From  a  corrected  edition  published  by 


difficult  to  estimate  the  value  of  these  im- 
provements, or  their  effect  upon  the  trade 
and  prosperity  of  the  country.  They  have 
carried  competition  not  only  into  our  smaller 
towns,  but  even  into  our  villages ;  and  the 
facilities  which  they  have  affi)rded  to  the 
dealer  in  visiting  the  warehouses  of  the 
manufacturer  and  the  merchant,  as  well  as 
in  obtaining  whatever  he  might  require  at 
the  least  expense  and  in  the  shortest  space 
of  time,  have  promoted  in  no  inconsiderable 
degree  that  remarkable  development  of  our 
internal  industry  during  the  last  twenty 
years,  which  has  so  far  outstripped  the  an. 
ticipations  of  those  the  best  acquainted  with 
the  subject.  I  should  have  hesitated  much 
before  I  brought  forward  this  resolution, 
had  I  thought  it  would  check  in  any  degree 
individual  enterprise  or  fair  and  legitimate 
speculation;  but  I  am  persuaded  it  will 
have  no  such  effect.  Though  my  proposi- 
tion had  been  years  ago  the  law  of  the  land, 
I  believe  we  should  not  have  had  one  pro- 
ject the  less  before  us.  Experience  shows 
in  this  as  well  as  in  other  countries,  that 
legislative  restrictions,  required  by  the  pub- 
lic interests,  do  not  prevent  individuals  from 
embarking  their  capital  in  public  works 
affording  the  probability  of  a  reasonable 
return.  We  all  know.  Sir,  how  much  this 
country  is  indebted  to  individuals  and  com- 
panies for  great  and  useful  works ;  but  for 
its  water  communications  with  the  metro, 
polis  and  other  places,  Manchester  would 
now  have  been  merely  a  large  village.  The 
illustrious  Duke  to  whom  the  public  is 
chiefly  indebted  for  this  improvement,  is 
justly  considered  as  among  the  greatest 
benefactors  of  his  country ;  nor  must  we 
forget  what  is  due  to  the  public-spirited 
individuals  who  first  undertook,  under  many 
and  great  discouragements,  that  truly  na- 
tional work,  the  Liverpool  and  Manchester 
Railway,  the  success  of  which  has  led  to  the 
extensive  introduction  of  similar  works  on 
the  continent,  and  srill  more  in  America. 
Hitherto  on  our  public  roads  the  most  perfect 
competition  has  always  existed;  whoever 
paid  the  tolls  was  at  liberty  to  use  them. 
If  any  improvement  took  place  which  tended 
to  lower  the  cost  or  to  accelerate  the  speed 
of  our  public  conveyances,  the  public  imrae. 
diately  had  the  full  benefit  of  it ;  but  in  the 
numberless  Acts  now  before  the  House,  no 
security  is  taken  that  the  public  should  have 
the  benefit  of  any  improvement  on  railways. 
The  superiority  of  this  over  all  other  modes 
of  travelling  in  respect  of  rapidity,  is  per. 
haps  not  greater  than  the  capability  it  pro* 
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introdoctioo  of  Twlwmy%  out  be  of  ffeil 
future  beaefit  to  the  covntrf;  sad  if  the 
public  do  not  reap  fron  tbeoi  all  tbe  ad- 
Tsntage  it  la  entitled  to,  tbe  fault  wiH  be 
hid,  and  jurtly  io>  9t  our  door.      It  is  our 
dttty«  Sir«  to  gire  erexy  6ir  CDCouiagemuit 
to  tbe  eateqviae  of  indlTidoals  and  of  aa» 
aociatiooay  but  we  ase  at  tbe  aame  tine 
boond  to  take  care  tbat  we  do  not  eoBfier 
ri^its  and  privilq^  on  any  indiTidoal,  or 
aet  of  individuals,  wbich  nay  be  employed 
to  tbe  public  detriment,   or  wbich  may 
binder  the    puUic    from   hereafter  reap, 
ing  advantages  they  would  have  enjoyed 
but  for  the  eTisrence  of  sodi  ri^ts  and 
imraunitiea.      All  Acts  of  Pailiament  eon- 
ferring  on  a  Joint-stock  Company  tbe  power 
of  making  a  canal  or  tailway  between  any 
two  or  more  places,  neoesarily  confer  pecu. 
liar  powen  and  privil^es  oo  the  subicriben, 
the  abuse  of  which  ought  consequently  to 
be  guarded  against.     Such  Acts  authorise 
companies  to  carry  their  works  through  the 
estates  and  poperties  of  private  individuals, 
often  inflictmg  inconveniences  and  injuries 
which  no  pecuniary  compensation  can  re- 
move or  repair,  the  only  justification  for 
which — and  in  my  opinion  it  is  always  a 
soflkient  one— being  the  subserviency  of 
private  interests  to  the  public  good.     But 
this  is  not  all;    these  Acts  further  give 
them  what  is  really  equivalent  to  a  mono- 
puly.     I  pat  the  case  thus  strongly  because 
It  is  a  fact,  that  between  any  two  or  more 
places  that  can  be  pointed  out  there  is  a 
certain  line  tbat  is  preferable  to  every  other 
line  for  a  railway  or  a  canal ;  and  which 
may,  indeed,  be  the  only  practicable  one 
that  can  be  selected.     Now  the  chances  are 
ten  to  one  tbat  this  preferable  line  will  be 
the  first  tbat  will  be  occupied  ;  and  a  com<- 
pony   authorised    by    the    L^;islature    to 
take  possession  of  it  has  thereby  acquired 
an  incommunicable  privilege  and  a  sub- 
stantial monopoly,  inasmuch  as  no  oom- 
pany  that  may  be  formed  at  any  future 
time  for  makmg  a  new  canal  or  a  new 
railway  between  the  same   places,    could 
come  into  the  field  under  equally  favourable 
drcumstanoes.      The  advantage  conferred 
in  this  way  may  be  in  some  cases  so  very 
great  as  to  render  all  subsequent  competi- 
tion impo6sible»  and  in  almost  all  cases  it 
must  be  very  decided.    Not  only,  however, 
would  there  be  the  obstacle  of  an  inferior 
line  in  the  way  of  a  new  ccanpany,  but  the 
difficulties  to  be  overcome  in  getting  a  new 
Act^  the  time  necessary  for  the  completion 
of  the  undertakings  and  the  vast  amount  of 
ca{dtal  reqcdred,  aU  contribute  to  iooui^  the 


asonopnlyeaofegrBdott  the  subscribers  to  Hie 
fint  line,  and  prevent  their  profits    fram 
being  governed  by  that  principle 
pedtKm  which  is  in  orSinaiy  cases 
protection  of  the  public  interests 
laflway  from  T^mdnn   to   Uverpool,     fur 
pie;,  vrill    coat  probably  ^^e^   car    six 
steriin^      Suppose,  now»  thst  the 
speculation  should  torn  out  apnifitnlile  csie, 
and  that  the  sharshoUers  realise  a    Isove 
dividend,  it  is  plain  that,  under  the  cireum- 
stances  of  die  case,  it.  would  be  aH  bot  im- 
possible to  reduce  it,  or  to  lesaen   tiseir 
charges  npGB  the  public,  bybringia^  a  rival 
esuUisbment  into  the  field;  for,  rnvt.  the 
i^x^ting  rnmpany  it  in  passniFinn  nf  fhr  best 
line;  and,  seeood,  were  it  aeriously^    in. 
tended  to  form  a  rival  estabfiduneiit^  the 
original  eompany  vronld  seek  to  deter  tliem 
by  reducing  tlMtr  charges;  and  i^   an  is 
probalde,  they  succeeded  in  this  way  in 
getting  rid  of  the  threatened  competition, 
they  might  again  raife  theb  charges  to  the 
continued  injury  ^i  the  public.     Bat  sup- 
pose that,  in  spite  of  all  the  diCenlties 
opposed  to  the  formation  of  a  new  oompaoy, 
one  is  formed,  obtains  an  Act,  and  acoially 
comes  into  competition  vrith  the  pwacnt 
line,  would  not  the  obvious  interests  of  both 
parties,  unless  prevented  by  some  wuA  pre. 
cautiim  as  that  whidi   I  have  pinposcd, 
inevitably  bring  about  some  undenfsmdmg 
between  them,  by  which  the  high  thai'gcs 
would  be  further  confirmed,  and  all  dnnce 
of  competition  removed  to  a  greater  distanee? 

The  history  of  our  Metropolitan  Water 
CcHnpanies  is  most  instructive  on  this  poinC 
After  a  fierce  contention  among  themselves, 
they  came  to  an  agreement  by  wlucb  they 
paicdled  the  town  into  districts;  and  hsving 
assigned  one  to  each  company,  they  left  it 
to  obtain  from  the  inbaUtants  the  otSMst 
it  can  obtain,  and  to  profit,  vrithout  let  or 
hindrance  of  any  kind,  fay  the  ezteosioB  of 
this  ever-growing  metropolis !  The  poUicy 
too,  is  servtd  not  merdy  with  a  dev,  but 
also  with  a  bad  article ;  and  the  profa^bflity 
of  relief  is  perhaps  more  distant  thaa  it 
would  have  been  had  some  of  the  coapsBifls 
not  been  established. 

It  is  evident  from  what  has  been  Hated, 
that  in  such  cases  vre  have  no  sacmity  ia 
competitioo.  lameanfirmedintfaisopiaion 
by  the  Report  of  a  Select  Committee  on  the 
supply  of  water  for  the  metropolis,  pnatsd 
in  1821. 

"  Tbe  pablie  is  at  preseot  without  any  pro* 
teetioB  even  against  a  fbrther  inddtnite  eites- 
sion  of  demand.  In  cases  of  dispute,  there  is 
00  tribunal  but  tbe  boards  of  tbe  covpiito 


e«i 


Railroads. 


{Mat  17} 


Railroads. 


982 


themfelves to  which  individuals  can  appeal; 
there  are  no  regulations  but  such  iis  the  com- 
panies may  have  voluntarily  imposed  on  them- 
selves, and  may  therefore  at  any  time  revoke. 
All  these  pointS|  and  some  others  of  the  same 
nature,  indispensably  require  legislative  regu- 
lation, where  the  subject-matter  is  an  article  of 
the  first  necessity,  and  the  supply  has,  from 
peculiar  circumstances,  got  into  such  a  course 
titat  it  is  not  under  the  operation  of  those  prin- 
ciples which  govern  supply  and  demand  in 
other  cases." 

The  Committee  afterwards  state,  that  the 
object  of  Parliament  in  granting  tbese  Acts 
M^as  to  give  the  benefit  of  competition  to  the 
public^  but  that  tbey  had  failed  of  their  ob- 
ject ;  and  they  suggest  that  the  companies 
should  be  obliged  to  lay  their  accounts 
annually  before  Parliament. 

The  history  of  the  existing  canalsj  water. 
works,  &C.,  a^ordsabundant  evidence  of  the 
evils  to  which  I  have  been  adverting.  An 
original  share  in  the  Loughborough  Canal, 
for  example,  which  cost  142/.  IJs.,  is  now 
selling  at  about  1,250/.  and  yields  a  dividend 
of  go/,  or  100/.  a-year  I  The  fourth  part 
of  a  Trent  and  Mersey  Canal  share,  or  50/. 
of  the  Company's  stock,  is  now  fetching 
about  600/ ,  and  yields  a  dividend  of  about 
SOL  a-year.  And  there  are  various  other 
canals  in  nearly  the  same  situation.  But 
the  circumstances  already  speciiied,  that  is, 
the  possession  of  the  best,  or  it  may  be,  the 
only  practicable  line,  and  the  vast  capital 
required  for  the  formation  of  new  canals^ 
have  enabled  the  associations  in  question, 
unchecked  by  competition,  to  maintain  rates 
of  charge  which  have  realized  the  enormous 
profits  referred  to  for  a  long  series  of  years. 
The  advance  in  the  value  of  the  New  River 
Company's  shares  may  be  referred  to  as 
affording  a  further  and  even  more  striking 
illustration  of  the  same  principle. 

It  is  plain  from  the  facts  now  stated,  and 
I  might  have  referred  to  fifty  other  similar 
instances,  that  competition  in  such  oases  is 
not  to  be  depended  upon,  as  a  means  of 
reducing  the  exorbitant  rates  of  charge 
which  produce  such  extraordinary  and 
un]ookea«*for  profits.  But  even  though 
competition  might  be  depended  upon,  llie 
question  arises,  whether  it  would  be  right 
to  trust  exclusively  to  its  protection  ?  And 
to  this  question  a  decided  negative  should 
be  given.  The  Legislature  is  bound  to 
prevent,  as  far  as  it  can,  the  unnecessary 
waste  of  the  public  capital.  Now^  it  would 
be  obviously  a  most  flagrant  waste  of  capital 
to  construct  two  or  three  canals  or  railways 
to  do  the  business  that  might  be  as  well 
done  hy  one,  the  ovly  objecti  in  factj  of  the 


construction  of  the  latter  being  the  reduction 
of  the  charges  made  by  the  first,  a  reduction 
which  might  have  been  effected  without 
trouble  or  outlay^  by  a  proper  legislative 
provision. 

We  have  already  seen  that  five  or  six 
millions  sterling  will  be  required  for  the 
construction  of  a  railway  from  Lon« 
don  to  Liverpool.  New,  suppose  that  the 
undertaking  should  at  some  future  time 
become  an  exceedingly  profitable  one,  that 
the  charges  are  not  sufficiently  reduced,  and 
that  in  consequence  it  is  resolved  to  construct 
a  rival  line  of  road.  This  rival  lino  will 
probably  require  an  additional  outlay  of 
something  like  five  or  six  millions  for  its 
construction ;  in  other  words,  in  order  to 
reduce  the  rates  on  the  first,  it  will  be 
necessary  to  lay  out  other  five  or  six  mil** 
lions  in  making  a  second  I  Ought  not  the 
possibility  of  so  egregious  a  waste  of  the 
money  of  the  community  to  have  been 
provided  against.^  And  this  might  have 
been  done  without  any  difficulty  whatever* 
All  that  can  be  gained  by  the  second  road 
might  have  been  as  effectually  accomplished 
by  the  Legislature,  had  they  reserved  a 
power  to  revise  the  rates  or  tolls  chargeable 
on  the  first ;  so  that  under  the  circumstances 
supposed,  a  capital  of  fiwe  or  six  millions 
wul  have  to  be  sacrificed  to  repair  a  legis- 
lative oversight. 

But  expensive  and  wasteful  as  this  re. 
source  undoubtedly  is,  it  is  all  but  certain 
that  it  will  have  to  be  resorted  to.  Had  a 
railway  been  established  between  London 
and  Manchester  in  1770,  and  rates  of 
charges  fixed  that  would  have  yielded  a 
moderate  profit  at  the  time,  it  would  be 
difficult  to  say  what  profit  they  would  now 
have  yielded,  but  it  must  have  been  quite 
enormous.  The  cotton  trade  may  be  said 
to  have  almost  entirely  grown  up  in  that 
interval.  So  low  indeed  was  the  estimation 
in  wliich  it  was  held  at  the  period  referred 
to,  and  for  several  years  after,  that  it  is  not 
so  much  as  once  alluded  to  in  the  '*  Wealth 
of  Nations,"  published  in  1777 ;  though  the 
annual  value  of  the  manufacture  may  now 
be  moderately  estimated  at  thirty-five  mil. 
lions !  The  effect  that  this  wonderful  in« 
crease  has  had  on  the  peculation  and  wealth 
of  the  country  has  been  quite  unprecedented 
in  the  hutory  of  the  world.  Liverpool, 
Manchester,  and  Glasgow,  from  inobn8idei>» 
able  places  have  become  great,  opulent,  and 
flourishing  cities.  The  population  of  Lan* 
cashire,  which  in  1770  was  about  400,000^ 
waa  in  18^1,  672>731,  and  at  present  cer. 
tftinty  exceeds  l,fiOO|000,  haying  oearljr 
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quadrupled  in  little  more  than  half  a  century. 
Now,  can  any  one  doubt  that  it  would  have 
been  most  unfortunate  for  Lancashire,  and 
for  the  community  at  large,  had  the  prin- 
cipal lines  of  communication  with  the 
metropolis,  or  any  other  considerable  place 
been  assigned  to  associations  in  1770,  with 
power  to  levy  certain  specified  tolls  and 
charges  in  all  time  to  come?  So  pre- 
posterous an  arrangement  would  long  since 
have  been  felt  as  a  great  grievance,  and  the 
interference  of  the  Legislature  been  im- 
peratively re{j[uired.  But  can  that  which 
would  have  been  folly  in  1770,  17&0,  or 
1800,  be  wisdom  in  1836?  Astonishing 
as  has  been  the  progress  of  the  countiy 
during  the  last  half  century,  there  is  every 
reason  to  conclude  that  its  progress  during 
the  ensuing  fifty  years  will  be  still  greater. 
Every  department  of  industry  has  been  for 
years,  and  continues  to  be,  steadily  and 
rapidly  progressive.  It  is  stated  by  Dr. 
Kay,  of  Manchester,  in  a  Report  to  the 
Poor-Law  Commissioners,  dated  July  last, 
that  as  many  new  mills  were  then  in  the 
course  of  being  constructed  in  the  cotton 
district  of  Lancashire  as  would,  when  com. 
pletcd,  furnish  employment  for  45,042  mill 
hands,  and  require  a  moving  force  equiva- 
lent to  7>507  horses !  If  we  look  at  the 
other  great  branches  of  manufacture  we 
shall  find  a  corresponding  advance.  The 
improvement  in  agriculture  is  not  less 
striking.  The  application  of  bone  manure, 
a  more  effectual  system  of  drainage,  im- 
proved machinery,  and  a  better  and  more 
scientific  rotation  of  crops,  have  done  for 
agriculture  what  the  steam-engine  and  the 
spinning-frame  have  done  for  manufactures ; 
and  it  has  made,  and  is  now  making,  the 
most  extraordinary  advances.  But  it  is 
unnecessary  to  trouble  the  House  with 
details  as  to  this  point.  It  is  sufficient  to 
state,  that  at  this  moment  the  population  of 
Great  Britain,  exclusive  of  Ireland,  is  cer- 
tainly increasing  at  the  rate  of  260,000  or 
270,000  a-year,  and  that  we  have  not  im- 
ported any  foreign  com  during  the  last  four 
years. 

'  But  besides  the  improvement  of  the 
country,  and  the  consequent  increase  of 
traffic,  may  we  not  also  look  for  great  im- 
provements in  the  construction  of  loco- 
motive engines,  and  in  the  whole  machi- 
nery and  management  of  railroads  ?  These 
Are  admitted,  on  atl  hands,  to  be  in  their 
infancy ;  and  yet  the  House  of  Commons 
bag  been  legislating  with  respect  to  them 

M  if  they  had  already  attained  tp  the 


highest  degree  of  maturity  and  purled  ion. 
Parliament  fixes  a  rate  of  charge,    sup- 
posed to  be  capable  of  yielding  a  profit  to 
a  company  using  the  present  engines  apoo 
roads  of  the  present  construction  ;    so  that 
if,  as  is  most  probable,  the  engines    and 
roads  should  be  so  much  improved,    and 
Jthe    costs    and  other  charges   so    much 
reduced,  as  to  enable  them  to  perform  the 
same   amount  of  work  for  a   half    or    a 
fourth  part  of  the  present  cost,  the  public 
will   be  shut  out  from  all  participation  In 
the  advantage  ! — Would  not  this  be  mon- 
strously injurious  to  the  interests  of  the 
public?     And  is  not  Parliament  bound  to 
provide  against  such  a  contingency  ? 

The   Legislature  seems  to   have    been 
always  impressed  with  a  conviction    that 
whilr,  by  protection  and  the  granting  of 
peculiar  privileges,  it  gave  all  due  encou- 
ragement  to   enterprise   and   the    under- 
taking of  great  public  works,  it  was  also 
bound  to  provide  that  the  subscribers  to 
them  did  not,  by  means  of  their  peculiar 
privileges,  acquire  exorbitant  profits  at  the 
expense  of  ihe  public.     It  is  to  be  regret- 
ted,  that  the   measures  devised    in   this 
view  have  been  singularly  ill  filted  for  the 
attainment    of     their    professed    object. 
They  have  consisted  mostly  in  the  limita- 
tion of  the  rates  of  charge  for  the  services 
rendered,  and,  in  a  few  instances,  in  the 
limitation  of  the  dividend.     But  the  limi- 
tation  of  the  rates  of  charge  is,  in  a  pro- 
gressive country,  good  for  little  or  nothing. 
The  increase  of  population  and  trade  has 
been  so  very  great,  that  a  toll  that  would 
have  yielded  an  ample  profit  on  a  railway 
constructed  a  dozen  or  twenty  years  ago, 
might    now,     perhaps,    yield    an    equal 
amount  of  profit  were  the  rates  reduced  a 
half.     Nothing,  in  fact,  can  be  more  im- 
provident, or  more  absurd,  than  that  Par- 
liament should,  once  for  all,  fix  the  rate 
of  toll  when  an  undertaking  is  entered 
upon,  and  divest  itself,  unless  by  violating 
the  right  of  property,  of  the  power  to 
reduce  that  rate  in  all  time  to  come,  how 
greatly  soever  it  may  exceed  what  would 
be  a  liberal  return  for  the  capital  vested 
in  the  undertaking.     I  need  not  add,  that 
it  is  of  the  greatest  importance  to  the  in- 
terests of  the  public  that  the  cost  of  inter- 
nal communication  should  be  reduced  as 
low   as  possible.     The  limitation  of  the 
dividend  is  a  practice  found  to  be  as  in- 
eflTectual  as  the  fixing  a  maximum  on  the 
rate  of  charge,    The  public  has  no  check 
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explore  the  thousand  channels  in  which 
pro6t3  may  be  distributed  under  other 
names  among  the  subscribers,  nor  has  it 
any  means  of  preventing  the  wanton  and 
extravagant  outlay  of  money  on  the  works, 
&c.  To  make  the  provision  for  limiting 
the  dividends  good  for  anything,  it  would 
be  necessary  that  all  the  proceedings  of  a 
company  so  limited  should  be  controlled 
by  Commissioners  appointed  by  Govern- 
ment. But  I  am  aware  that  the  objections 
to  this  are  so  numerous  and  obvious  that  I 
do  not  press  this  part  of  my  resolution  on 
the  House. 

For  these,  and  a  variety  of  reasons,  I 
am  clearly  of  opinion  that  Parliament 
should,  when  it  establishes  companies  for 
the  formation  of  canals,  railroads,  or  such 
like  undertakings,  invariably  reserve  to 
itself  the  power  to  make  such  periodical 
revisions  of  the  rates  of  charge,  as  it  may 
under  the  then  circumstances  deem  expe- 
dient. It  should  have  the  power  to  ex- 
amine into  the  whole  management  and 
affairs  of  each  company,  to  correct  what 
may  have  been  amiss  in  the  former,  and 
to  fix  the  rates  of  charge  for  another 
period  of  years :  always  taking  care  that 
the  proprietors  are  allowed  a  fair  return 
for  the  original  outlay  of  capital,  as  well 
as  compensation  for  the  risk  which  such 
undertakings  are  generally  more  or  less 
subject  to. 

There  is  not  the  shadow  of  a  reason  for 
thinking  that  the  reservation  of  the  power 
to  revise  the  tariff  of  charges,  at  defined 
periods,  would  prevent  any  undertaking 
from  being  entered  upon,  that  promised  a 
reasonable  return ;  and  in  most  cases,  it 
would  be  a  waste  of  the  public  capital  to  en- 
gage in  any  other.  Those  who  take  shares 
in  cauals  and  railroads,  with  the  intention 
of  holding  them,  do  not  look  to  exorbi- 
tant ,  but  to  reasonable  profits  for  remune- 
ration ;  and  these  would  not  be  affected 
by  the  proposed  provision. 

When  peculiar  privileges  and  a  sub- 
stantial monopoly  are  conferred  on  any 
set  of  persons,  the  public  ipterests  ought 
alwjys  to  be  secured  against  their  abuse  : 
if  competition  afforded  this  security,  it 
would  be  unnecessary,  and  therefore  im- 
proper for  the  Legislature  to  interfere ; 
but  in  cases  of  this  sort  competition  can 
do  really  nothing,  so  that  security  against 
abuse,  must  (if  sought  for  at  all)  be  sought 
for  in  positive  regulations. 

The  principle  for  which  1  have  been 
contending  is  not  a  new  one ;   it  is  one 


indeed  which  is  frequently  acted  upon, 
and  has,  in  many  cases,  received  the 
sanction  of  the  Legislature.  The  limita- 
tion of  rates  and  of  dividends,  to  which 
I  have  already  adverted,  involves  in  fact 
the  principle  for  which  I  am  contending; 
and  our  Turnpike  Acts,  which  are  gene- 
rally, I  believe,  granted  for  twenty-one 
years,  are  somewhat  analogous.  The  cases 
of  the  Smalls',  the  Longships*,  the  Dun- 
genness'  Lights,  and  other  private  lighu 
houses,  are  instances  in  point.  The  parties 
by  whom  these  light-houses  were  erected, 
were  authorised  to  charge  certain  rates 
for  a  specified  term  of  years,  on  all  ships 
coming  within  a  certain  distance  of  their 
lights ;  the  light-houses  becoming,  at  the 
end  of  such  terms,  the  property  of  the 
Crown  or  the  public  :  and  yet  though 
this  be  a  more  stringent  regulation  than 
any  I  propose  introducing,  the  arrange- 
ment has  always  been  regarded,  and  with 
justice,  as  a  most  improvident  one,  on  the 
part  of  the  public.  The  Smalls'  light 
yielded  its  proprietors  in  1831-32,  a  nett 
revenue  of  10,973/,,  and  when  the  Trinity 
House  proposed  to  purchase  it,  the  price 
asked  for  the  residue  of  the  term  was 
1 48 ,000/.  The  case  of  the  Skerries'  light- 
house is  even  more  striking :  it  was  made 
over  for  ever  to  private  individuals  by  an 
Act  of  the  3rd  of  George  2nd,  when  the 
rates  of  charge  were  fixed  ;  and  it  now 
produces,  such  has  been  the  increase  of 
trade,  above  12,500/  a  year,  nett  revenue, 
over  and  above  what  is  necessary  for  its 
maintenance. 

But  important  as  it  is  to  have  the 
charges  on  account  of  lights,  as  low  as 
possible,  it  is  infinitely  more  important 
that  the  charges  on  the  principal  lines 
of  inland  communication  should  be  regu- 
lated by  the  lowest  standard  that  wilt 
suffice  for  their  establishment  and  efficient 
maintenance.  If  the  giving  of  power  to 
the  proprietors  of  the  Smalls'  light.hou8e, 
to  exact  certain  fees  on  all  shipping  for 
ninety-nine  years,  evinced  a  culpable  in- 
attention to  the  public  interest ;  what  are 
we  to  think  of  allowing  the  proprietors  of 
railways  to  charge  certain  fees  on  all  par- 
ties using  them,  in  all  time  to  coroe^ 
though  the  traffic  upon  them  be  increased  a 
hundred  or  a  thousand  fold  ?  The  history 
of  the  London  Water  Companies  shows, 
also,  how  important  it  is  that  some  such 
power  as  I  am  contending  for,  should  be 
retained  in  the  hands  of  the  Legislature, 
when  creating  associations  to  which  the 


987 


Rattroaii. 


{COMMONS} 


Maibwidg. 


988 


ordinary  principlet  of  competltioo  do  not 

apply. 

The  Atnericanfl    hava   set  ub  a  good 
example  in  the  management  of  their  pub- 
lic works,  and  in  the  proceedings  in  their 
legislatures.     Whether   their  practice  in 
this  respect  be  owing  to  the  peculiarities 
of  their  social  condition  or  the  nature  of 
their  political  institutions,  or  to  what  other 
cause,   I  will  not  venture  to  conjecture. 
The  Erie  Canal  in  the  state  of  New  York, 
one  of  the  most  important  public  works  in 
the  world,  was  completed  only  in   1825. 
It  has  proved  a  very  prosperous  concern ; 
and  notwithstanding  that  polls  have  been 
progressively  reduced,  (between  1832  and 
1834  two  years  only,  as  much  as  thirty- 
five  per  cent.)  the  revenue  has  increased. 
But  not  only  have  the  tolls  been  reduced, 
there  is  already  accumulated,  a  surplus  of 
five  millions  of  dollars;  in  the  year  1837 
the  whole  outlay  will  be  repaid,  and  this 
magnificent    undertaking  will    in   twelve 
years  have  paid  the  whole  cost  of  its  con* 
struction  and  other  expenses,  and  become 
the  property  of  the  State,  leaving  whatever 
revenue    the    Legislature   may   think    it 
expedient  to  raise  beyond  the  necessary 
expenses  of   management  and  repatr,  to 
be  applied  to  the  formation  of  other  public 
works,  or  to  remit  taxes  raised  for  the 
general  expenses  of  the  State.     In  the 
United  States  I  believe  tkere  is  no  rail- 
road so  ancient  as  that  between  Manches- 
ter and  Liverpool,  the  first  having  been 
completed  in  1827,  but  they  are,  to  borrow 
a  phrase  from, that  country,  "  progressing" 
at  an  extraordtnajcy  rate.     I  find  the  State 
of  New  York  alone,  granted  acts  of  incor- 
poration to  twenty-four  rail-road  compa- 
nies as  far  back  as  1832,  and  others  are 
forming,  I  believe,  at  this  time  in  every 
State  of  the  Union.     I  will  trouble  the 
House  with  some  particulars  of  one  only. 
They  refer  to  that  between   Boston  and 
Providence.— By  Act  of  Legislature  the 
dividends  are  limited  to  ten  per  cent.,  at 
the  expiration  of  twenty  years  the  State 
may  take  the  property,  paying  the  stock- 
holders at  par,  and  making  up  the  divi- 
dends at  ten  per  cent,  for  the  whole  twenty 
years,  if  the  revenue  should  fall  short  of 
the  amount. 

And  now,  Sir,  allow  me  a  few  words  as 
to  the  particular  motion  with  which  I  shall 
conclude.  Some  hon.  Members,  a(]mitiin^ 
perhaps  the  existence  and  magnitude  of 
the  evils  I  wish  to  provide  against,  may 
not  consider  the  proposed  reservation  as 


affording  the  best  or  most  eflRectoa! 
They  may  think  that,  after  a  certain  term 
of  years  the  roads  ought  to  become^  as  in 
the  case  I  have  just  cited,  the  property  of 

the  public.      I  have  not  ventured  ma  far. 
There  are  many  serious  objections  to  any 
such  resumption,  and  I  doubt  if  a    aing^Ie 
advantage  could  be  obtained  by  makinsr 
these   roads   public   property   which    will 
not  be  as  effectually  secured  by  the  plan  f 
propose,  for  a  revision  of  the  rates    afrer 
a  certain  number  of   years.     As  to   the 
proposed  term  of  years  it  is  one  to  which 
1  am  not  particularly  wedded,  a  few  years 
more   or  less  being  of  little  importance. 
It  may  be  said,  perhaps,  that  the  intended 
provision  comes  too  late,  seeing  that  some 
of  the  principal  lines  are  already  occupied ; 
but  this  is  no  reason  for  deferring  the  mea- 
sure, though  it  be  a  good  one  for  carrying 
it  into  effect,  with  as  little  delay  as  possi* 
ble.     It   is  high  time  certainly,  that   the 
efforts  of  the  Legislature  should  be  directed 
more  effectually  to  the  protection  of  the 
public  interests  in  this  particular,  than  it 
has  hitherto  been,  otherwise  great  injury 
will  be  done,  and  great  public  dissatisfac- 
tion  will  eventually  be  created. — I   beg 
Sir,  to  move — 

"  That  in  all  Bills  for  Railways,  or  other 
public  works  of  that  description,  it  be 
made  a  condition,  with  a  view  to  the 
protection  of  the  public  interests,  which 
might  otherwise  be  seriously  compromised, 
that  the  dividends  be  limited  to  a  certain 
rate,  or  that  power  be  reserved  to  Parlia* 
ment  of  revising  and  fixing  at  the  end  of 
every  twenty  years,  the  tolls  chargeable  on 
passengers  and  goods  conveyed.*' 

Mr.   Gisborne  was  opposed  to  the  first 
branch  of  the  alternative  in  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman's resolution — namely,   that  which 
proposed  to  limit  the  amount  of  the  divi- 
dends.    In  his  opinion,  that  would  he  the 
sure  way  of  securing  improvidence  in  the 
mana^ment  of  the  affairs  of  any  company. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  had  referred  to  tie 
Turnpike  Act  in  support  of  his  proposition. 
He  (Mr.  Gisborne)  had  never  known  a 
case  in  which  the  tolls  had  been  reduced. 
The  other  branch  of  the  alternative  in  the 
hon.  Gentleman's  resolution— namely,  that 
which  reserved  to  Parliament  the  right  of 
revising  and  fixing  at  the  end  of  every 
twenty  years  the  tolls  chargeable  on  p:\s- 
sengers  and  goods,   he  should  not  oppose. 
Some  limit  to  the  continuance  of  existing 
tolls  appeared  to  him  to  be   very   proper. 
Whether  twenty  years  was  the  period  st 
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wlitdi  thd  itTuion  of  them  ought  to  take 
plAoe  ho  WB8  not  then  prepared  to  say.  It 
appeared  to  him  that  the  hon.  Member  for 
Ipswich  underestimated  the  value  of  com- 
petition in  keeping  down  the  rates.  As  to 
the  illustrations  which  the  hon.  Gentleman 
bad  derived  from  American  legislation  on 
the  subfect)  they  appeared  to  him  (Mr.  Gis- 
bome)  to  be  inapplicable.  In  America  the 
projectors  of  canals  or  railways  were  not  re- 
quired to  give  iBLTge  bonuses  to  landed  pro- 
prietors. There  was  a  phrase  in  the  last 
part  of  the  hon.  Gentleman's  resolution 
which  he  confessed  he  did  not  understand. 
On  that^  however,  he  would  not  dwell. 
But,  supposing  the  resolution  were  agreed 
to,  he  presumed  the  hon.  Gentleman  would 
bring  in  a  Bill  founded  upon  it.  Now  was 
there  any  probability  that  such  a  Bill  could 
pass  both  Houses  of  Parliament  during  the 
present  Session?  He  should  think  it  a 
great  injustice  if  the  Bills  already  passed 
were  not  subjected  to  the  same  restriction 
as  that  which  the  resolution  purposed  to 
Impose  upon  all  Bills  not  yet  passed,  or  that 
might  hereafter  be  introduced.  His  objec- 
tions to  the  resolution  were  not  so  strong 
as  to  induce  him  to  divide  the  House  against 
the  adoption  of  it,  but  at  the  same  time  he 
hoped  the  hon.  Gentleman  would  consent 
to  withdraw  the  first  clause,  and  confine 
himself  only  to  thai  part  of  it  which  pro- 
posed to  give  to  Parliament  the  power  of 
revising  and  fixinff  the  amount  of  tolls,  at 
the  end  of  portiatlar  periods.  If  the  hon. 
G^tleman  would  consent  to  adopt  that 
course,  he  (Mr.  Gisbome)  should  see  no 
objection  to  the  passing  of  the  resolution ; 
but  at  the  same  time  he  thought  it  ought 
only  to  be  adopted  upon  the  full  under- 
standing that  it  was  to  have  no  effect  in 
itself,  and  to  be  considered  only  as  a  mere 
declaration  of  opinion  on  the  part  of  the 
House,  unless  it  were  followed  up  by 
some  ulterior  measure,  which  should  extend 
its  operation  as  well  to  Bills  already  passed, 
as  to  those  at  present  under  the  consideration 
of  the  Legislature. 

Lord  Stanley  was  fully  sensible  of  the 
very  great  importance  of  the  subject,  and  he 
thought  the  thanks  of  the  public  were  due 
to  the  hon.  Member  for  Ipswich  for  sub* 
mitting  such  a  resolution  to  the  House, 
particularly  at  a  time  when  speculation  on 
railroads  was  carried  to  a  very  great  extent. 
At  the  same  time  he  was  bound  to  say,  that 
although  he  concurred  in  the  general  prin- 
ciple of  the  resolution,  he  was  by  no  means 
prepared  to  asnent  to  it  in  the  shape  in 
which  it  then  stood.     The  wording  of  it, 


he  thought,  was  open  to  many  ohjectioiis. 
In  the  first  place,  he  should  be  altogether 
opposed  to  any  attempt  that  might  be  madey 
either  by  a  resolution  or  a  Bill,  to  fix  the 
maximum  or  minimum  of  profit  that  any 
Railway  Company  should  be  allowed  to 
enjoy.  In  supfx>rt  of  a  provision  of  that 
kind,  the  hon.  Member  had  referred  to  the 
clause  introduced  for  that  purpose  in  the 
Manchester  and  Liverpool  Railway  Bill; 
but  all  the  world  knew  that  that  provision 
of  the  Bill  had  always  been,  and  would 
always  be  practically  evaded.  At  the  same 
time,  he  quite  concurred  with  the  hon 
Gentleman,  that  it  was  necessary  for  the 
protection  of  the  public  that  there  should 
be  a  power  vested  in  the  Legislature,  of 
limiting  in  some  manner  the  profits  which 
these  companies  might  derive  after  the  lapse 
of  a  number  of  years ;  and  he  also  agreed 
with  the  hon.  Gentleman,  that  this  could 
only  be  done  by  periodical  revisions  of  the 
tolls  or  rate  of  carriage.  Railroads,  from 
their  very  nature,  must  always  be  a  virtual 
monopoly.  It  was  necessary,  therefore,  to 
give  the  public  a  protection  against  them. 
Improvements  in  machinery  might  enable 
the  proprietors  of  railways  to  carry  possen^ 
gers  at  a  much  less  cost,  and  yet  at  a  fair 
profit  to  themselves.  But  unless  a  power 
were  somewhere  vested  of  revising  the 
amount  of  the  toll,  the  public  in  every  in- 
stance, where  a  Railway  Bill  had  been 
f>a8sed  previous  to  the  adoption  of  the  im» 
proved  machinery,  would  be  for  ever  de- 
prived of  that  advantage  of  cheap  communi- 
cation which  they  would  otherwise  enjoy 
fVom  the  improvements  in  science.  ThuB 
only  possible  remedy  for  this  would  be  such 
a  periodical  revision  by  Parliament  as  the 
hon.  Gentleman  proposed  in  the  latter  port 
of  his  resolution.  He  should  be  disposed, 
therefore,  to  support  that  part  of  the  reso* 
lution,  excluding  some  of  the  words  which 
were  mere  surplusage,  and  which  would 
therefore  be  open  to  objection,  if  upon  that 
ground  alone.  He  thought  the  resolution 
ought  to  stand  in  thu  shape :  "  That  it  be 
mode  a  condition  prior  to  the  passing  of  any 
Railway  Bill,  that  power  should  be  reserved 
to  Parliament  of  revising  and  fixing,  at  the 
end  of  every  twenty  years,  the  amount  of 
tolls  to  be  levied  under  the  said  Bill."  A 
resolution  of  that  kind  he  thought  wouldnot 
only  be  not  objectionable,  but  highly  destr- 
able.  Then  came  the  question — How  were 
they  to  deal  with  the  matter  practically,  or 
what  was  the  resolution  to  do }  \J\wn 
that  point  he  (Lord  Stanley)  differed  from 
the  hon.  Gentleman,  who    thought   that 


091 


SaUrcads. 


{COMMONS} 


Railfoadi^ 


Buch  a  reflolution  ought  not  to  be  applied 
to  the  Bills  now  in  progress  through  Parlia- 
ment    He  thought  it  should  be  applied  to 
every  one   of   them ;   and  whatever   the 
objection  upon  general  grounds  might  he, 
he  thouffht  that  they  ought  in  this  instance 
to  run  3l  the  risks  of  making  an  ex  post 
facto  law^  and  to  apply  it  to  all  Bills  which 
had  already  passed  in  the  course  of  the 
Session.     Because^  if  to  the  Bills  already 
passed  it  were  an  objection  that  they  con- 
ferred a  monopoly,   that  objection   would 
afterwards   apply   to   them    with    double 
force,  if  they  were  permitted  to  continue 
to  reap  unlimited  profits,  whilst  the  profits 
of   all  railways    subsequently  established 
should  be  subject  to  the  periodical  revision 
of  Parliament.     As  far  as  the  objection  on 
the  score  of  monopoly  went,  therefore,  he 
thought  they  were  likely  only  to  increase 
the  evil,  unless  they  followed  up  a  resolu- 
tion of  this  kind  by  a  Bill  applying  the 
same  principle  to  all  Bills  passed  in  the 
present  Session  of  Parliament.     What  the 
time  should  be  he  did  not  pretend  to  say. 
Twenty  years  might  be  too  long   or  too 
short,  but  whatever  period  should  be  fixed 
upon  be  thought  it  ought  to  be  calculated 
as  commencing,  not  from  the  passing  of  the 
Act,  but  from  the  time  at  which  the  rail- 
way came  into  operation.     Many  railways 
might  take  five  or  six  years  in  their  con- 
struction, and  during  that  time,  of  course, 
the  parties  would  be  receiving  no  interest 
for  their  money.     He  thought  that  they 
ought  to  have  the  whole  benefit  of  the 
period    that  Parliament   should  fix  upon, 
whatever  that  period  might   be.      When 
that  period  expired.  Parliament  would  see 
whedier  they  had  derived  a  fair  and  rea. 
sonable  profit,  and  whether,  by  improve- 
ments in  machinery,  a  fair  and  reasonable 
profit  could  not  be  continued  to  them  at  a 
reduced  rate  of  carriage.     He  repeated, 
that  he  should  be  prepared  to  support  the 
resolution   so  aiyended  as  to  embrace  the 
propositions  he  had  just  stated;   but,  at 
the  same  time,  he  doubted  whether,  if  it 
were  necessary  to  bring  in  a  Bill  to  apply 
the  principle  of  the  resolution  to  all  mea- 
sures  pamed    in   the    present    Session,  it 
would  be  desirable  for  the  hon.  Gentleman 
to  press  his  motion  in  the  shape  in  which 
it  now  stood.      He  thought  it  would  be 
much  better  that  he  should  at  once  move 
for  leave  to  bring  in  a  Bill  upon  the  sub- 
ject.    He  should  not  be  disposed  to  sup- 
port a  resolution  of  the  kind  proposed,  un- 
less he  were  certain  that  a  Bill  extending 
it  to  all  railway  measures  would  be  subse. 


quently  darned.     He  thought,  tikerefiore, 

that  the  most  advisable  course  for  the  hon. 
Gentleman  to  pursue  would  be  to  -with- 
draw the  present  motion,  and  to  move  for 
leave  to  bring  in  a  Bill  imposing  upon  all 
railroads  that  had  passed,  upon  all  railroads 
at  present  under  consideration,  and  upon 
all  that  might  hereafter  be  proposed,  this 
condition,  that  they  should  be  subject  to 
the  revision  of  Parliament  at  the  end  of 
such  a  time  as  Parliament  should  think  fit 
to  fix. 

Mr.   Poulett    Thomson,  like  the    noble 
Lord  who  had  just   sat  down,  could  not 
give  his  consent  to  a  resolution  of  this  kind 
unless  it  were  to  be  made  applicable  to  all 
railway  Bills  which  had  already    passed. 
It  would  be  most  unjust  to  apply  a  rule  to 
railroads  hereafter  to  be  undertaken  ^irhich 
was  not  made  applicable  to  those  already 
commenced.     The  number  of  years  at  the 
end  of  which  a  revision  should  take  place 
was  a  very  fit  subject  for  the  consideration 
of  a  Committee.     As  far  as  he  (Mr.  Poulett 
Thomson)   could  form  atiy  opinion  upon 
the  subject,  he  should  think    twenty  or 
twenty-one  years  would  be  the  most  pro- 
per period  that  could  be  fixed  upon ;  but 
before   any  decision  were  come  to    upon 
that  point,  further  consideration  would  be 
necessary.     In  any  Bill  upon  the  subject 
introduced  by  his  hon.  Friend,  the  Mem* 
her  for  Ipswich,  he  should  also  be  glad  to 
have  a  provision  introduced  imposing  upon 
all    railway   companies  the    obligation  of 
making  returns  to  Parliament  of  a   sta- 
tistical nature,  by  which  the  House  might 
be  placed  in  possession  of  the  number  of 
passengers  conveyed  on  each  railroad,  the 
weight  of  goods  carried,  speed,  wear  and 
tear,  &c.     If  a  clause  imposing  such  an 
obligation  upon  all  companies  were  intro- 
duced into  the  Bill,  he  thought  great  ad« 
vantages  would  result  from  it.     Owing  to 
the  kindness  of  the  proprietors  of  the  Man« 
Chester  and  Liverpool  railroad,  he  had  re- 
ceived, with  respect  to  that  line  of  con- 
veyance,   such    a    statement    as    he  had 
described,  and  he   begged   to  assure  the 
House  that  nothing  could  be  more  interest* 
ing.     It  threw  a  great  deal  of  light  upon 
these  undertakings  generally,  and  pointed 
out,  in  a  striking  and  incontrovertible  man- 
ner, the  great  advantages  which  the  public 
derived  from  them.     He  trusted  that  his 
hon.  Friend  would  yield  to  the  suggestion 
of  the  noble  Lord,  namely,  withdraw  his 
motion,  and  move  for  leave  to  bring  in  a 
Bill. 

Viscount  Sandon  heartily  concurred  in 
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tile  spint  of  the  proposition.  He  thought 
that  rarliament  ought  not  to  confer  upon 
any  hody  of  individuals  the  complete  and 
positive  control  over  such  vast  under- 
takings. 

Mr.  Hume  rose  only  to  make  a  single 
observation.  His  hon.  Friend^  the  Mem« 
ber  for  Ipswich,  had  alluded  to  an  instance 
of  the  pernicious  effect  of  vestiag  a  mono- 
poly in  individuals  which  ought  not  to  be 
passed  by  with  indifference.  He  meant 
the  monopoly  given  to  a  particular  person 
in  a  particular  lighthouse,  from  which,  for 
years  past,  that  individual  had  been  in  the 
receipt  of  not  less  than  13,000/.  per  an- 
num. He  thought  that  that  single  instance 
ought  to  be  sufficient  to  induce  any  hon. 
Gentleman  present  to  support  the  Bill 
which  he  hoped  his  hon.  Friend  would  in. 
tToducOf  embodying  the  substance  of  his 
present  resolution.  It  would  certainly  be 
unjust  to  apply  the  principle  to  any  rail- 
ways unless  it  were  applied  also  in  the  in- 
stance to  which  he  alluded.  He,  there- 
fore, agreed  with  the  noble  Lord  (Stanley) 
that  the  most  advisable  course  for  his  hon. 
Friend,  the  Member  for  Ipswich,  to  pursue 
would  be  to  withdraw  the  present  motion 
and  move  for  leave  to  bring  in  a  Bill. 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had 
only  one  remark  to  oifer.  As  a  Bill  of  this 
description  was  about  to  be  introduced,  as 
it  appeared,  with  the  general  concurrence 
of  the  House,  he  hoped  he  should  be  allow- 
ed to  avail  himself  of  the  opportunity  that 
would  then  be  afforded,  of  carrying  into  exe- 
cution a  design  which  he  had  long  contem- 
plated, namely,  to  introduce  a  provision 
making  it  obligatory  upon  all  railways  to 
convey  his  Majesty's  mail  at  the  same  rate 
as  they  carried  all  manner  of  other  goods. 
A  provision  of  this  kind  would  be  neces- 
sary, because  as  railways  were  monopolies, 
they  might  otherwise  make  what  exorbitant 
charge  they  pleased  for  the  conveyance  of 
the  mail. 

Mr.  Morrison,  after  the  general  expres- 
sion of  the  feeling  of  the  House,  begged  to 
withdraw  his  motion,  and  in  its  stead  to 
move  for  leave  to  bring  in  a  Bill  to  the 
effect  stated  by  the  noble  Lord. 

Resolution  withdrawn. 

On  the  Question  that  leave  be  given  to 
bring  in  a  Bill, 

Mr.  E,  Denlson  rose  to  express  a  wish 
that  the  Bill  about  to  be  brought  in 
should  be  made  retrospective  beyond  the 
point  yet  suggested.  Instead  of  being  con- 
fined to  Railroad  BiUs  passed  in  the  present 
Session,  he  thought  it  should  be  made  to 
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have   a  retrospective  operation  upon   aU 
railroads  now  in  operation  in  all  parts  of 
the  kingdom. 
Leave  given. 

Carlow. — Ejectment  ofPeasantby.] 
Colonel  Bruen :  If  the  hon.  Member  for 
Greenock  meant  to  proceed  with  his  Mo« 
tion,  he  begged  in  the  first  place  to  present  a 
petition  which  had  been  placed  in  his 
hands,  from  certain  landed  proprietors  and 
freeholders  of  the  county  of  Carlow,  deny- 
ing the  allegation  that  they  had  thrown 
out  of  their  possessions  any  of  their  Roman 
Catholic  tenantry  on  account  of  the  votes 
given  by  them  at  the  last  election* 

Petition  laid  on  the  Table. 

Mr.  Wallace  believed,  that  there  were  a 
great  many  respectable  persons  in  the 
county  of  Carlow,  whose  names  were  not 
attached  to  that  petition.  He  begged  to 
remind  the  House,  that  his  Motion  origin-  . 
ated  in  a  petition  presented  from  one  of  the 
late  Members  for  the  county  of  Carlow> 
Mr.  Vigors,  in  which  certain  allegations 
were  contained  which  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  who  now  sat  for  the  county. 
Colonel  Bruen  asserted,  were  not  founded  . 
in  fact.  There  was  also  another  petition  . 
which  he  (Mr.  Wallace)  had  presented 
from  the  tenantry  of  the  Messrs.  Alexander^ 
landowners  in  the  county  of  Carlow.  Inde- 
pendently of  the  allegations  set  forth  in  those 
petitions,  there  was  in  the  Report  of  the 
Select  Committee  on  Bribery  at  Elections, 
a  mass  of  evidence,  the  whole  of  which  it . 
would  be  impossible  for  him  to  read  to  the 
House,  but  the  substance  of  which  would 
convince  every  one  whom  he  addressed, 
that  the  Roman  Catholic  tenantry  of  the 
Protestant  landlords  of  Carlow  were  acted 
upon  by  a  combination  which  he  could  not 
call  otherwise  than  illegal,  and  under  the 
influence  of  which  they  would  be  driven 
from  their  possessions,  and  be  supplanted 
by  those  who  professed  the  Protestant  faith. 
He  firmly  believed,  that  a  combination  of 
that  kind  did  exist  amongst  the  Protestant 
landlords  of  Carlow.  He  had  stated  that 
belief  on  a  former  occasion ;  and  although 
ample  opportunity  had  since  been  afforded, 
the  allegation  had  never  been  denied.  It 
was  moreover  asserted,  that  there  was  an 
agreement  upon  oath  between  the  Pro- 
testants in  that  county^  to  keep  up,  by 
every  means  in  their  power,  that  combina. 
tion  which  would  have  the  effect  of  re- 
moving the  Roman  Catholic  tenantry  from 
their  possessions,  and  substituting  a  Pro- 
testant  tenantry  in   their  place.     In  the 
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evidence  given  hy  the  Rev.  Mr.  Maber 
before  the  Bribery  Committee,  there  was  a 
continuous  strain  of  argument  and  of  fact 
in  proof  of  the  asertion  he  (Mr.  Wallaoe) 
was  then  putting  fcMrrard.  There  was  one 
instance  related  bj  the  Rev.  Mr.  Maha- 
with  respect  to  the  hon.  and  gallant  Mem* 
ber  for  Carlow  (Colonel  Bnien)  of  no  or- 
dinarj  nature.  It  was  bUited  in  the  evi- 
dence, that  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
was  asked — "  Have  you  taken  any  means 
to  dispossess  your  tenantry,  where  they 
have  not  been  behind  hand  with  their 
rents,  and  where  thev  have  given  vou  no 
offence  but  by  voting  against  you  r"  The 
reply  of  the  hon«  and  gallant  Member  was 
— "  I  have  done  so ;  and  I  may  mention 
particularly  the  case  oX  the  man  named 
Keogfa.  I  took  from  him  seventeen  acres 
of  land  because  he  voted  against  me,  and  I 
have  also  taken  care  that  he  shall  not  be 


Vigors.  TUs  tt^tfflnfwt^  wliic^  wu  pob- 
lisbed  in  the  sliape  %£  a  pamphlet,  de- 
scribed the  difiereoC  towiuiiipa  in  the 
county  of  Cariow,  from  wbidi  Ronsn 
Catholic  electors  and  B<iiiian  CathcJici  ge- 
nerally, had  been  ^ected.  Fivn  this 
nanadve  it  appeal^,  that  fiom  the  e&uie 
of  the  hon.  and  ^allani  Member  (ColoDel 
Bruen)  there  had  b&en  ^ected  ninety-three 
families,  oompriiiiig  50S  individuals ;  fiuoi 
the  estate  of  Mr,  Xewtoo,  forty-cne 
families,  comprising  ^Zo  individu^ ;  fiuni 
the  estate  c^  Lord  Ber^esfoid,  103  fainilies, 
comprising  5S8  individuals;  fnm  the  es- 
tate of  Colonel  Latouche,  WYteen  families 
oompriang  ninety-nine  individually  aittiiig 
a  total  of  S53  families,  and  l>2o  indi- 
viduals. And  it  further  appeared,  that 
since  those  ejectnmiia  had  been  eSected* 
there  had  been  isnied  notioea  toqnit  on  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Member's  (Ctdonei  Bruen'sJ 


restored."  He  thought  that  that  one  in.  '  estatetotwelve  families,  comprising  aeventy- 
Btanoe  was  enough  to  prove  the  ammnt  by  j  nine  individuals ;  on  Mr.  Alexanders  es- 
which  the  landlords  of  Carlow  were  actu-  '  tate,  to  seventeen  lamilies»  oo0[xxsiog 
ated«  Under  these  circomstances,  he  could  *  ninety..ax  individuals  i  on  Major  Parsooss 
not  anticipate  that  the  Government  would  estate,  to  twenty-two  familiesiy  compnao^ 
refuse  to  appmnt  a  Commission  of  Inquiry  112  individuals ;  on  Blr.  Brewster's  estotei 
to  ascertain  whether  the  allegations  against  ^  to  thirty  Jour  families,  oomprising  17^  U' 
the  Protestant  gentry  on  the  one  hand,  and  dividuals  ;  so  that,  in  the  c^ooise  ^H  s  veiT 
the  Roman  Catholic  Priesthood  on  the  other,  |  short  time,  the  graas  nomber  of  the  gect- 
were  true  or  not.  For  his  own  part,  he 
did  not  believe,  that  the  allegations  which 
had  been  made  against  the  Roman  Catholic 
priests  were  true.  He  thought  they  were 
a  dass  of  men  who  had  well  discharged 
their  duties,  and  indeed  it  was  truly 
marvellous  to  him,  considering  the  state  of 
Carlow  for  some  years  past,  and  the  manner 
in  which  the  Protestant  landlords  had 
treated  their  tenantry,  that  they  had  for- 
borne as  they  had  done;  and  he  could 
easily  foresee,    that    unless    means  were 

taken  by  the  Government  in   Ireland  to _^ ,  _ 

check  such  proceedings,  things  would  soon  j  ditioo  of  the  unhappy  creatures  thus  dt^ 
be  brought  to  a  state  which  would  render  !  possessed  was  that  of  the  roost  algect  mue^« 
some  legislative  measure  necessary  to  pro-  ;  The  hon.andgallantOffioer  had  said  that  toa 
tect  the  Catholic- peasantry  in  Carlow,  and  j  tenants  moved  of  their  own  aooord  i  if  uiey 
other  parts  of  Ireland.     It  appeared  from    did,  it  was  because  means  were  tikep  ^ 
the  evidence,  that  one  of  the  means  adopt-  '  induce  them.     They  were  led  to  beii««^ 
ed  to  coerce  the  people,  had  been  depriving     that  if  they  did  not,  it  would  be  tha  '^^ 
them  of  the  comfort  of  a  fire !  The  tenantry     for  them — that  they  would,  on  refttf«|»  ** 
were  not  only  prohibited  the  free  use  of    exposed  to  the  utmost  severity  rf  the  »*» 
the  bog-land  for  this   purpose,   but  eveu  '  but  that  if  they  assented,  they  ^^*^]^„ 
from  purchasing  it  ;  of  this  he  believed  the 
truth  could  not  be  doubted.    Since  the  first 
petition  had  been  presented  uptin  the  sub- 
vert— indeed,  within  the  last  few  days— a 
statement   ha^l   been  placed   in   his  hanils 
which  went  to  verify  all   the  material  and 
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ments  of  Roman  Catholics  in  Cailovr  vouid 
'  amount  to  338  fismilies,  oomprising  l|SSo 
individuals.  But  that  was  not  all ;  ao^ 
this  sUtement  had  been  put  into  his  I»d^ 
private  letters  had  been  shown  to  wm 
which  went  to  show  that  somcwh€ie^»«J| 
200  Roman  Catholics  had  been  ejected  ^ 
other  kndhirds  for  the  same  causes  m  ue 
same  county ;  so  that  the  gnns  total «  toe 
persons  turned  out  of  possession  within  tbe 
last  three  or  four  years  did  not  »n>«'°f,{^ 
less  than  2,00a  It  was,  perhaps,  btrdly 
necessary  for  him  to  observe,  that  ths  ^' 


ceive  some  little  consideration,  such  9S  «'"© 
allowed  to  take  ibeir  beds  away  a-itk  tb^ 
a  consideration  of  fmm  20r.  to  50i.  ''**  •^ 
offered  to  ihem,  if  they  would  consent/*^ 
pull  down  their  houses,  on  tbe  sup|K«»"^" 
that  it  would  prevent  any  oulfiv  «^* 
their  rennnal.  The  severities  res***^*" 
were  deserving  of  attention:    there ^** 
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class  of  voters,  wbo,  when  the  time  of  an 
election  arfived  were  directly  called  upon 
for  their  arrears  of  rent.  There  was  another 
cla8s  of  voters,  who  had,  hy  a  sort  of  tacit 
conDent,  been  allowed  to  run  into  arrear  of 
a  portion  of  their  rent,  as  a  sort  of  abate- 
ment of  it,  but  in  the  time  of  political  con- 
testy  this  allowance  was  forgotten ;  and  for 
these  very  arrears  the  tenants  were  handed 
over  to  the  tender  mercies  of  the  law,  in  a 
country  where  it  was  more  unjustly  exe- 
cuted than  in  any  other,  and  in  which 
Roman  Catholics  had  no  chance  of  obtain- 
ing justice  in  the  courts.  He  had  lately 
met  an  hon.  Member  who  asked  him  what 
he  intended  to  do  with  this  motion  ?  He 
told  the  hon.  Member  he  should  bring  it 
forward,  as  he  considered  the  inquiry  ne« 
ceasary,  in  order  that  the  House  might  see 
whether  it  were  deceived  or  not  in  the 
statements  made  in  it — and  under  the  firm 
conviction,  that  a  combination  existed  to 
drive  the  Catholic  tenantry  out  of  the 
country,  and  put  Protestants  in  their 
place.  The  reply  of  the  hon.  Member 
was,  **  I  have  been  to  Carlow,  all  over 
it;  I  am  acquainted  with  the  landed  in- 
terest there^  and  I  am  sure  that  in  making 
such  a  statement  you  will  be  borne  out 
by  the  fact."  The  testimony  of  this  Gen- 
tleman was  unimpeachable;  he  might  be 
mistaken,  but  he  thought  not.  He  be- 
lieved, that  if  the  Commission  were  ap- 
pointed, it  would  be  seen  that  ejectments 
had  been  served  upon  whole  villages  of 
tenants  who  might  happen  to  have  been 
reluctant  to  vote  according  to  the  wishes 
of  the  landlord, — ^attended  with  an  amount 
of  law  expenses,  which  this  class  of  people 
-were  unable  to  bear.  The  general  feel- 
ing of  the  Irish  landlords  was,  that  the 
tenants  were  bound  to  vote  according 
to  the  landlord's  wishes,  and,  that  if  they 
did  not,  it  was  not  an  unconstitutional  act 
to  eject  them.  He  had  already  expressed 
his  opinion,  that  the  llom^n  Catholic 
priests  did  not  deserve  the  character  which 
bad  been  attributed  to  them  by  the  Pro* 
testants.  He  did  not  believe,  that  the 
-Catholic  priesthood  had  in  any  respect 
overstepped  the  bounds  of  their  sacred 
duty.  But  if  the  severities  practised  by 
the  Protestant  landlords  against  their  poor 
and  helpless  Catholic  tenantry  were  allow- 
ed to  continue,  he  hoped  the  priests 
would  take  a  much  more  active  part 
than  they  had  hitherto  done.  [_0h,  oh  /]] 
I^Ic  would  repeat  the  expression  of  that 
hope,  since  it  excited  h(»n.  Members.  If 
Protestant  O'Sullivtms  and  M'Giiees  were 


allowed  to  travel  the  country  for  the  pur« 
pose  of  arousing  and  exciting  the  Pro« 
testant  population,  it  would  become  the 
duty  of  the  Catholic  priesthood  to  ad- 
monish their  flocks  as  to  the  persons  they 
should  elect  as  their  representatives  in  the 
House  of  Commons.  He  now  came  to 
another  part  of  the  jBubject  upon  which 
ho  must  be  allowed  to  make  a  few  com** 
mcnts  The  House  would  recollect^  that 
he  had  some  time  since  presented  a  pe. 
tition  from  a  Mr.,  or  as  he  was  called. 
Captain  Woodcock.  He  had  since  ascer- 
tained that  the  petitioner  was  a  lieutenant 
on  half-pay,  in  the  Dragoon  Guards— a 
highly  deserving  character,  an  excellent 
and  a  very  clever  gentleman.  Now,  it 
was  true  that  this  Mr.  Woodcock  was  a 
very  considerable  political  agitator,  and  an 
unflinching  opponent  to  Conservatism 
wherever  it  was  to  be  found,  whether  in  the 
county  of  Carlow  or  elsewhere.  It  was  also 
(rue,  that  Captain  Woodcock  had  done 
everything  in  his  power  to  obtain  for  the 
dififerent  constituencies  within  his  reach 
in  Ireland  such  Members  as  he  believed 
would  best  represent  their  interests  in 
Parliament.  There  was  nothing  Captain 
Woodcock  had  done  as  a  politician  that 
was  not  highly  deserving  of  the  appro- 
bation of  those- amongst  whom  he  lived. 
Now,  when  he  presented  that  gentleman's 
petition,  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
(Colonel  Bruen)  made  two  statements, 
wliich  were  worthy  of  observation :  first, 
that  he  had  been  under  the  necessity  of 
prosecuting  Captain  Woodcock  for  poach- 
ing ;  and,  second,  that  Captain  Woodcock 
had  been  oblised  to  appear  at  the  bar  of 
the  House  of  Lords  for  some  misconduct* 
Now  he  (Mr.  Wallace)  held  in  his  hand 
the  petition  of  Captain  Woodcock,  to- 
gether with  his  game-certificate  for  the 
year  in  which  the  gallant  officer  opposite 
alleged  he  was  prosecuted  for  poach- 
ing. Independent  of  this,  he  was  also  in 
possession  of  other  and*  much  more  ex- 
traordinary information.  Captain  Wood« 
cock  averred  that  he  was  not  prosecuted  by 
the  gallant  Officer  for  poaching,  but  that 
the  gallant  Officer  directed  two  of  his 
tenants,  named  Nowlan,  to  prosecute  him 
(Captain  Woodcock)  for  trespassing  on  the 
land  occupied  by  them.  Now  what  was 
the  House  prepared  to  hear?  Captain 
Woodcock  was  prosecuted  by  these  two 
men.  He  went  to  the  |)etty  sessions  to 
answer  the  offence  alleged  against  him. 
When  he  arrived  there  what  was  his 
xstouishment  to  find  the  g;i)Unt  OfHcer 
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(Colonel  Bruen),  wlio«  in  fact^  was  his  pro- 
secutor^ sitting  upon  the  bench  as  a  magis- 
trate !      As  an    English    officer   Captain 
Woodcock  had  seen  nothing  of  this  kind 
before,  and  the  effect  of  it  was  such  as  to 
lead  him  to  doubt  whether  be  was  in  a 
court  of  justice  or  not.     Captain  Wood- 
cock's ofience  was  this:  he  had  obtained 
.permission  from  a  number  of  persons  to 
Nhoot  over  their  land,  and^  well  aware  of 
the  feeling  that  existed  between  the  adverse 
parties  in  that  country,  he  was  determined, 
if  possible,  to  give  no  oifence.     With  that 
view,  and  to  prevent  the  possibility  of  his 
trespassing  on  any  of  the  enemy's  territory, 
he  asked  those  who  gave  him  permission  to 
shoot  to  send  a  person  out  with  him  to  see 
that  he  did  not  get  into  the  wrong  country. 
In  spite,  however,  of  all  his  precaution,  it 
60  happened  that  he  trespassed  on  a  very 
small  piece  of  a  barren  bog  belonging  to 
the    gallant    Member    (Colonel    Bruen). 
When  told  that  he  had  no  right  to  shoot 
there,  his  reply  was,  that  he  had  leave  from 
some  of  the  tenants  to  go  over  the  land  held 
by  them ;  but  rather  than  do  them   any 
injury,  he  would  leave  the  ground  imme. 
diately.     With  that,  he  called  his  dogs  to- 
gether, and  moved  off.     He  had  found  no 
game,  and  consequently  had  fired  at  no 
game ;  yet  for  this  trivial  offence  he  was 
doubly  prosecuted ;  for  the  two  tenants  of 
the  gallant  Officer  brought  two  separate 
actions  of  trespass  against  him,  and  in  each 
of  these  he  was  subjected  to  a  fine  of  10/. 
Captain  Woodcock  appealed  from  this  de- 
cision of  the  petty  sessions  to  the  quarter 
sessions,  when,  what  again  was  his  aston- 
ishment to  find  the  gallant  Officer  again 
appearing  in  the  double  capacity  of  prose- 
cutor and  judge !     In  one  of  the  Carlow 
newspapers  it  was  stated  that  the  assistant- 
barrister  who  presided  at  the  quarter  ses- 
sions, finding  himself  at  a  loss,  in  conse- 
quence of  the  legal  adviser  of   Captain 
Woodcock  stating  that  he  was  impeached 
under  one  Act  and  tried  under  another, 
retired  out  of  court  with  the  gallant  Officer 
(Col.  Bruen)  for  the  purpose  of  holding  aeon- 
sultation.     The  result  was  just  what  might 
have  been  expected — the  original  judgment 
was  affirmed.  Captain  Woodcock,  however, 
stated  that  he  believed  the  decision  on  the 
appeal   was  entirely  in  opposition  to  the 
opinion  of  the  assistant-barrister ;  and  with 
that  belief  firmly  impressed  upon  his  mind, 
he  boldly  got  up  and  told  the  court  that 
they  must  at  their  peril  attempt  to  levy  the 
penalties — that  they  had  acted  illegally, 
and  that  they  would  never  dare  to  carry 
their  judgment  into  execution.     Up  to  this 


moment   the    penalties   had    never    Iseen 
enforced.    With  regard  to  the  tnonaction 
in  the  House  of  Lords,  he  did  not  know 
the  noble  Lord  to  whom  the  petitioiier 
alluded ;  but  he  understood  that  something 
had  been  said  by  a  noble  Lord  in  the  House 
which  the  petitioner  thought  injurioiis  to 
his  character,  and  he  called  that  noble  Lord 
to  account ;  but  afterwards,  being  sensible 
of  his  error,  he  immediately  made  the  first 
approach  to  set  himself  right  with    that 
individual,  which  it  seems  the  petitioner 
had  no  difficulty  in  doing.  He  was  brought 
to  the  bar  of  the  House  of  Lords,  where  be 
made  an  apology  or  statement ;  and  such 
was  its  efiect,  that  he  was  discharged  with- 
out being  called  upon  to  pay  the  usual  fees. 
This  was  the  second  petition  presented  by 
Mr.  Woodcock,  intreating  the  House    to 
take  such  measures  as  would  insure  jostioe 
being  done  to  the  people  of  the  county  of 
Carlow,  against  whom  there  was  a  combi- 
nation amongst  the  Aristocracy,  which,  if 
not  looked  at  in  time,  would  lead  to  the 
roost  injurious  consequences.     It  was  alao 
his  (Mr.   Wallace's)   opinion,  that   unless 
some  immediate  investigation  was  instituted, 
such    scenes    would    be  enacted   in   that 
county  as  every  Member  of  that   House 
would  deeply  regret.     With  these  observa- 
tions he  had  no  hesitation  in  proposing  that 
an  Address  be  presented  to  his  Majesty, 
praying— 

'<  That  his  Majesty  be  graciously  pleased 
immediately  to  issue  a  Royal  Commission  to 
proceed  to  the  county  of  Carlow,  there  to  m<» 
quire,  first,  into  the  whole  facts  and  circum. 
stances  set  forth  in  the  petition  presented  to 
this  House  on  the  15th  of  February  by  Nicho- 
las Aylward  Vigors,  Esq.,  and  since  by  other 
persons  belonging  to  the  said  county  of  Car- 
low,  and  especially  into  those  parts  of  the  said 
petitions  which  relate  to  the  persecution  and 
ejectment  of  the  Parliamentary  electors  of  the 
said  county  therein  referred  to,  by  removing 
them  from  their  homes  and  possessions,  or 
otherwise  coercing  or  maltreating  them,  to  the 
injury  or  the  ruin  of  them  and  their  families ; 
second  y  whether  any  and  what  measures  would 
best  secure  the  independence  of  the  electors  of 
the  county  of  Carlow,  and  the  purity  of  elec- 
tion in  that  county ; — and  to  report  their  opi- 
nions,  with  the  evidence,  to  this  House  touch- 
ing  all  the  matters  herein  referred  to.*' 

Mr.  Hume  seconded  the  motion. 

Mr.  Hardy  believed  those  gentlemen  who 
were  sitting  behind  and  around  him  had 
nothing  very  material  to  say  with  reference 
to  the  motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Greenock.  That  motion  could  not  be  con- 
sidered extraordinary  after  Mr.  Vigors  him- 
self had  stated,  that  unless  the  facts  con- 
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tained  in  the  petition  he  had  presented  to 
that  House  were  fully  inquired  into^  it  was 
inipossible  they  could  ever  ascertain  what 
^was  really  the  truths  or  come  to  any  satis- 
factory conclusion  upon  the  subject  The 
hon«  Gentleman,  in  the  speech  with  which 
he  had  accompanied  his  motion,  had  ta  ed 
that,  according  to  the  allegations  of  Mr. 
Vigors,  whole  families  had  been  ejected 
from  their  houses  by  the  Protestant  land- 
lords of  the  county  of  Carlow^  in  conse- 
quence of  the  votes  they  had  given  at  the 
elections  for  that  county.  Now  Mr.  Vigors 
had  himself  been  examined  before  a  Com- 
^mittee  of  that  House,  and  in  not  one  single 
instance  had  he  succeeded  in  producing 
proof  of  improper  conduct  or  intimidation 
on  the  part  of  any  of  the  individuals  against 
whom  such  accusations  had  been  made. 
The  same  gentleman  had  stated  that  1,000/. 
of  Mr.  Raphael's  money  was  to  be  applied 
towards  the  relief  of  the  persons  ejected 
from  their  homes,  but  had  not,  in  the 
course  of  his  examination,  been  fortunate 
enough  to  prove  that  a  single  shilling  of 
that  money  had  been  made  use  of  for  any 
such  purpo8<;.  In  the  part  which  he  had 
taken  with  reference  to  the  Carlow  election, 
he  had  acted  from  a  sense  of  public  duty, 
and  he  trusted  he  might  be  excused  if  he 
availed  himself  of  the  present  opportunity 
to  allude  to  an  imputation  which  had  been 
cast  upon  himself  at  the  time  Mr.  Vigors's 
petition  was  presented.  An  h  n  and 
learned  gentleman,  who  was  now  no  longer 
a  Member  of  that  House,  had  charged  him 
with  having  been  guilty  of  bribery  himself. 
That  charge  was  most  calumnious  and 
unfounded.  In  1 826  he  had  been  defeated 
at  Pontefract,  as  the  advocate  of  Catholic 
emancipation.  He  had  on  that  occasion 
petitioned  against  the  return,  and  the  cir- 
cumstances of  the  election  were  brought 
under  the  notice  of  a  Committee  of  that 
House.  He  was  occupied  five  days  in 
endeavouring  to  prove  agency,  but  in  vain. 
l^pon  that  occasion  Mr.  HarrLwn  and  Mr. 
Sergeant  Spankie  were  the  counsel  opposed 
to  him,  and  Mr.,  now  Baron,  Alderson,  and 
Mr.  W.  Adam,  the  present  Master  in 
Chancery,  and  who  was  now  frequently 
seen  in  that  House  as  a  messenger  from  the 
Lords,  were  employed  on  his  side.  No 
question  had  been  put  by  any  of  those 
gentlemen  from  which  anything  savouring 
of  bribery  on  his  part  could  be  gathered  or 
suspected  ;  and  he  would  repeat,  that  the 
oharge  was  false  and  unfounded.  He  was 
.ready  to  meet  it  in  broad  daylight,  and  at 
-any  time;  but  he  could  not  let  the  oppor* 
(unity  afforded  him  by  the  present  discus- 


sion pass  over  without  giving  it,  as  he  had 
a  right  to  give,  his  unqualified  denial.  Me 
might  plead,  indeed,  that  a  period  of  ten 
years  had  been  allowed  to  elapse  before  that 
charge  had  been  made  or  heard  of.  When, 
three  years  ago,  he  brought  in  a  Bill  against 
bribery  and  corruption  at  elections,  and 
whilst  that  Bill  was  in  its  progress  through 
the  House,  it  was  most  extraordinary,  could 
such  a  charge  as  was  now  brought  against 
him  be  maintained,  that  no  one  then  accused 
him  of  being  an  unfit  person  to  bring  that 
Bill  forward,  on  the  grounds  of  being  guilty 
of  the  very  things  to  put  an  end  to  which 
it  was  introduced.  He  thanked  the  House 
for  its  indulgence  in  allowing  him  to  enter 
upon  a  matter  so  deeply  aficcting  his  cha- 
racter, and  concluded  by  expressing  a  hope, 
that  whatever  steps  the  House  should  take 
with  reference  to  the  motion  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Greenock,  they  would  take 
care  that  justice  was  done  not  only  in 
regard  to  Carlow,  but  to  any  other  part  of 
the  country  which  might  ever  become  the 
object  of  a  similar  investigation. 

Mr.  Hume  thought  the  attack  w^Iiich  had 
just  been  made  upon  the  late  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Dublin  was  the  must 
extraordinary  he  had  ever  heard.  When 
Mr.  O'Connell  charged  the  hon.  Member 
for  Bradford  with  bribery,  he  never  thought 
fit  to  stand  up  and  deny  it.  Nay,  the 
charge  had  been  distinctly  made  against 
him  twice,  and  yet  he  sat  still.  He  spoke 
from  his  own  knowledge  of  the  fact.  Ho 
was  present  when  Mr.  O'Connell  twice 
charged  the  hon.  Member  with  bribery, 
and  he  never  rose  to  assert,  as  he  had  now, 
in  the  absence  of  Mr.  O'Connell,  done,  to 
state  that  it  was  false,  calumnious,  and 
unfounded.  As  Mr.  O'Connell  was  not 
now  present,  he  thought  that  it  would  have 
been  as  well  if  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber had  waited  a  few  days  before  he  gave 
so  direct  a  contradiction  to  the  charge, 
knowing,  as  he  must  have  known,  that  no 
explanation  could  then  be  given.  But  when 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  also  said 
that  Mr.  Vigors  did  not  before  a  certain 
Committee  offer  any  explanation  on  the 
subject  of  the  allegations  contained  in  his 
petition,  the  hon.  Member  ought  to  know 
that  that  Committee  was  appointed  under 
special  instructions  connected  with  the  ap- 
plication of  certain  moneys,  and  that  it 
would  not  have  been  possible  for  that  Com-^ 
mittee  to  have  admitted  any  explanation 
of  the  kind. 

Mr.  Hardy  was  anxious  to  explain.  He 
thoueht  the  hon.  Member  for  Middlesex 
could  oQt  have  been  present  when  tb^ 
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charge  of  bribery  was  made  against 
liim^  or  the  Hon.  Member  must  have 
known  that  on  two  occasions  he  had  risen 
to  address  the  House,  and  was  on  both 
occasions  told  by  the  Speaker,  that  the 
proper  opportunity  to  give  his  explanation 
was,  when  the  petition  of  Mr.  Vigors 
should  be  brought  forward.  When  the 
charge  w^as  first  made  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman,  it  was  on  his  bringing 
forward  the  question  of  the  Carlo w  election. 
As  soon  as  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
had  spoken,  he  went  out  of  the  House, 
as  was  usual  in  the  course  of  such  a  pro- 
ceeding ;  and  he  (Mr.  Hardy)  believed  it 
was  under  the  direction  of  the  Speaker  that 
he  did  so.  Under  such  circumstances  he 
did  not  tliink  it  proper  to  say  anything  in 
the  absence  of  Mr.  O'Connell.  \Jaaughter,'\ 
Had  he  ventured  to  do  so,  he  had  no  doubt 
that  those  hon.  Gentlemen  who  now  smiled 
would  have  told  him  what  their  opinion 
was  as  to  his  answering  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  in  his  absence.  Therefore  he 
took  the  opportunity  of  doing  so  when  he 
was  in  the  House.  That  was  exactly  the 
fact.  The  hon.  Member  for  Middlesex 
thought  that  the  proper  opportunity  for 
taking  notice  of  it  had  passed  away.  He 
had  been  anxious  to  take  notice  of  it  before ; 
not  that  he  apprehended  anything  from  the 
charge,  but  because  he  had  heard  it  Siiid,  in 
private  company,  that  the  charge  had  been 
made  and  not  refuted. 

Lord  John  Russtll  perfectly  recollected 
on  the  former  occasion  that  aflter  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  for  Carlow  had  made 
his  statement,  it  was  considered  that  the 
debate  was  at  an  end,  and  he  (Lord  John 
Russell)  then  rose  and  told  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Bradford,  that  as  no 
question  personal  to  himself  was  then  before 
the  House,  it  would  be  better  for  him  to 
reserve  his  explanation  until  the  motion  on 
Mr.  Vigors's  petition  was  brought  on.  With 
respect  to  the  present  motion,  it  certainly 
•was  one  entirely  without  precedent.  He 
thought,  to  issue  a  Commission  to  inquire 
whether  any  person  had  been  removed 
from  his  house  and  possessions  in  the  county 
of  Carlow  during  a  certain  period  would 
be  a  most  inconvenient  course  for  the  House 
of  Commons  to  take.  It  would  be  a  very 
doubtful  and  perplexing  matter  to  inquire 
whether,  on  certain  occasions,  tenants  had 
heen  ejected  from  their  farms ;  because  if 
the  fact  of  their  being  ejected  was  estab- 
lished, the  question  would  still  remain 
-whether  they  were  ejected  on  account  of 
their  being  bad  tenants,  in  arrear  of  rent, 

or  whether  it  wm  on  awount  of  the  totee 


they  gave  at  the  elections.     Howcrcr,  he 
did  not  mean  to  -say,  that  a  matter  of  this 
kind  might  not  be  made  a  proper  subject^  of 
inquiry ;  but  if  so,  it  ought  to  be  an  inquiry 
either  by  that  House,  or  by  a  Ctmnnittee  €>£ 
its  nomination.     If  the  House  should  think 
it  proper  to  enter  into  an  inquiry  of  this 
kind,  he  should  not  be  prepared  to  aaj, 
that  he  would  oppose  the  wish   of    the 
House  in  that  respect     But  as  to  sending 
a  Commission  to  Carlow,  and  still  more  as 
to  the  object  which  the  hon.  Member  origi- 
nally   contemplated,     that    of    inquiring 
whether  the  Vote  by  Ballot  would  not  be 
a  good  remedy  for  the  evil  complained  of,, 
he  conceived  it  would  be  a  most  unpreoe- 
dented,  and  a  most  inconvenient  course  Ibr 
the  House  to  take.     For  this  reason   he 
should  oppose  the  motion. 

Mr.  GuUtf  observed,  that  it  was  very 
seldom  that  he  claimed  tlie  indulgence  oi 
the  House ;  but  on  the  present  occasion, 
after  what  had  transpired,  he  begged  to 
trespass  for  a  short  time  on  their  attention. 
After  having  heard  the  speech  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Bradford,  it  was 
quite  impossible  that  he  could  refrain  fraoi 
making  a  few  observations,  inasmuch  as  he 
felt  that  he  had  himself  in  some  degree  calum^ 
niated  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman — ^if 
what  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  stated 
of  himself  was  the  fact*  He  certainly  heard 
Mr.  CConnell  accuse  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  on  one  occasion  in  this  House  of 
spending  7j040/.  by  bribing  electors  in  the 
borough  of  Pontefract  to  the  amount  oi  M3L 
for  a  single  vote.  On  another  occasion  Mr. 
O'Connell  repeated  the  charge,  and  yet  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Bradford  did 
not  give  any  explanation  on  either  of  those 
occasions.  It  was  known,  perhaps,  to  hon. 
Members,  that  on  one  election  Mr.  Raphael 
was  a  candidate  for  the  borough  of  Ponlo- 
fract,  and  of  course  his  (Mr.  Gully's)  op* 
ponent.  During  that  election  a  day  never 
j^assed  without  his  hearing  it  said  by  the 
people  of  Pontefract,  that  more  money  was 
spent  by  Mr.  Raphael  on  that  oocasion, 
than  ever  had  been  spent  at  an  election  in 
that  borough  since  Mr.  Hardy  was  a  can- 
didate* These  were  the  facts  he  heard. 
But  even  within  the  last  three  days  he  had 
received  a  letter  from  one  of  his  eonstituenta* 
in  which  he  stated,  that  he  had  a  great 
mind  to  send  to  Mr.  O'Connell  a  letter  he 
had  received  from  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Bradford  when  he  was  a  can* 
didate  for  Pontefract,  stating  exactly  the 
sum  he  should  receive  on  that  occaskm. 
He  did  not  say  for  what  purpose  that  money 
was  to  be  gireo.    Tke  ho&«  and  bamed 
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G^entleman  was  no  doubt  acquainted  with 
the  writer  of  that  letter.  He  had  not  got 
the  letter  with  him»  but  would  very  readily 
produce  it  to  the  hon.  and  learned  Member, 
if  he  desired  it.  He  certainly  at  the  time 
thought  it  very  extraordinary,  when  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  was  making  an 
accusation  against  Mr.  O'Connell^  and  after 
heing  himself  twice  accused  of  bribing 
electors,  that  he  did  not  instantly  demand 
an  inquiry  into  the  subject  himself. 

Mr.  Hardy  should  be  very  greatly  obliged 
if  the  hon.  Gentleman,  the  Member  for 
Pontefract,  would  produce  any  letter  ad- 
dressed by  him  (Mr.  Hardy)  to  any  person, 
that  letter  should  certainly  be  read  to  the 
House  and  the  public ;  because  if  the  hon. 
Member  could  produce  any  letter  re- 
garding bribery,  it  would  be  found  stated 
in  that  letter,  that  he  (Mr.  Hardy)  would 
have  nothing  to  do  with  any  proceeding  of 
that  kind,  but  would  rather  lose  his 
dection. 

Mr.  Qully  said,  he  had  the  letter  at  home, 
and  to-morrow  he  would  bring  it  down  to 
the  House,  to  show  that  the  writer  had 
stated  to  him,  that  he  had  received  a  letter 
from  the  hon.  and  learned  Member,  and 
that  he  had  a  great  mind  to  produce  it  to 
Mr.  O'Connell. 

Colonel  Bruen  was  so  anxious  that  the 
state  of  the  county  of  Carlow,  and  par- 
ticulariy  the  proceedings  there  since  the  year 
1830,  should  be  inquired  into,  that  he 
should  support  the  motion  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Greenock.  He  had  come  down 
to  the  House  prepared  to  enter  at  very  great 
length  into  the  particulars  of  the  charge 
which .  had  been  so  often  preferred  against 
him  and  other  landlords  in  that  county. 
But  as  he  perceived  the  House  desired  that 
the  discussion  should  as  speedily  as  possible 
be  brought  to  a  dose,  he  should  confine 
himself  to  a  brief  explanation  in  reply  to 
the  hon.  Member  for  Greenock.  It  had  been 
asserted,  that  there  had  been  a  combination 
on  the  part  of  the  landlords  in  the  county 
of  Carlow  to  extirpate  from  their  possessions 
all  tenants  professing  the  Roman  Catholic 
creed.  Now,  in  the  first  place,  he  would 
meet  this  charge  with  a  plain  and  distinct 
deniaL  There  was  not  the  slightest  foun- 
datiott  for  the  charge.  He  did  maintain, 
and  he  thought  he  £ould  not  be  opposed  in 
Ms  position,  that  a  landlord  had  a  perfect 
rij^t  to  dispose  of  his  property  in  the  manner 
he  might  think  most  fitting,  without  his 
heing  liable  to  be  interfered  with  by  that 
House,  or  by  any  other  power.  He  main- 
ained  that  a  landlord  had  a  right  to 
•k9  A  fiunn  from  a  tenant  who  £d  not 


make  it  productive,  and  to  transfer  it  to 
another  tenant,   who   had   better  claims: 
The  hon.  Member  claimed  to  be  well-in« 
formed  on  the  state  of  the  county  of  Carlow, 
because  he  had  been  there ;  but  he  (Colonel 
Bruen)  could  tell  that  hon.  Member  and 
the  House,  that  if  he  had  made  inquiries  of 
the  proprietors  of  land  he  would  have  heard 
accounts  of  outrageous  and  monstrous  pro* 
ceedings  on  the  part  of  the  Roman  Catholics 
quite  sufficient  to  justify  him  in  desiring 
an  inquiry,  whether  that  inquiry  was  by  a 
Royal  Commission  or  through  a  Committee 
of  that  House.     Before  the  system  of  agita* 
tion  had  been  commenced,  Uiere  was  not  a 
more  peaceable  county  in  Ireland  than  the 
county  of  Carlow ;  but  such  had  been  the 
efiects  of  that  system,  that  unless  the  law 
was    better    administered     the     landlords 
would  be  compelled  to  combine  in  defence 
of  their  lives  and  liberties,  and  the  conse- 
quence must  be  a  serious  collision.     The 
landlords  had  a  right  to   do  what  they 
pleased  with  their  own — so  long  as  they 
confined  themselves  within  the  limits  ixf 
the  present  law.     The  hon.  Member's  pre- 
sent charge  was  nothing  more  nor  less  than 
a  repetition  of  a  charge  brought  forward 
and  answered  before;    and    he    (Colonel 
Bruen)  thought  that  the  circumstances  of 
the  priests  not  having  been  able,  during 
the  three  months*  interval,  to  bring  forward 
new  and   better    supported   charges    was 
pretty  good  proof  of  the  weakness  of  the 
cause  and  the  unsoundness  of  their  allega- 
tions.    The  hon.   Member    for  Greenock 
had  complained,  that  the  Carlow  landlords 
did  not  give  their  tenants  receipts  in  full ; 
but  the  fact  was,  that  the  manner  in  which 
Irish  tenants  paid  their  rents  was  such  as  to 
preclude  the  possibility  of  receipts  in  full 
being  given.     They  paid  when,  how,  and 
what  they  liked,  and  frequently  not  at  all ; 
and  it  was  extremely  difficult  to  see  how 
receipts  in  fuU  could  he  given  to  tenants 
who   got  rid  of  their  obligations  in  this 
manner.    He  hoped  the  landlords  of  Ire- 
land would  have  xeoourse  hereafter  to  mea- 
sures of  a  difierent  kind— such  measures  as 
would  enforce  the  payment  of  the  rent. 
Yes,  he  hoped  that  they  would  hereafter 
act  on  a  dmerent  system.     Then,  as  re- 
garded Captain  Woodcock.  He  remembered 
that   ten    years    ago    Captain  Woodcock 
had    been    prosecuted    for    poaching    on 
his  (Colonel  Bruen's)  gprounds,  and  that 
the  result  of  that  prosecution  had  been  the 
oonviction  of  Captain  Woodcock,  who  found 
that  his  knowledge  of  the   English  law 
would  not  apply  to  Ireland.     The  fine  was 
not  levied,  bMtoie  the  olgect  of  th9  prosen 


1007 


CarUnD-^ 


{COMMONS}     Ejectment  of  Peasaniry.       I008 


^otion  had  not  been  vindictive^  but  merely 
^  show  Captain  Woodcock^  that  be  could 
not  shoot  the  game  of  the  Irish  landlords 
with  impunity.  On  another  occasion  the 
same  individual  had  been  brought  to  the 
bar  of  the  House  of  Lords,  on  the  complaint 
of  a  Peer,  and  had  there  made  a  public 
apology.  He  was  let  off  without  payment 
of  the  fees  from  motives  of  consideration 
on  the  part  of  their  Lordships.  But  the 
point  which  he  (Colonel  Bruen)  more  par- 
ticularly wished  to  impress  on  the  House 
was  the  state  of  the  county  of  Carlow. 
S\ich  was  the  system  pursued  there  by  the 
Boman  Catholic  party,  that  every  man 
voting  for  the  Conservative  candidates  did 
so  at  the  risk  of  his  life  or  property. 
Nothing  could  exceed  the  malevolence  ex- 
hibited. On  one  occasion  (and  this  he 
mentioned  merely  as  an  example  of  the 
length  to  which  the  feelinss  could  be 
carried)  a  corpse  had  actually  been  torn 
from  its  grave  in  order  to  afford  means  for 
the  gratification  of  the  impotent  spirit  of 
revenge  against  the  deceased  for  having 
voted  against  the  popular  party.  He  could 
multiply  instances  of  that  of  which  he 
complained,  but  he  would  abstain  from 
mentioning  more  than  one  in  addition. 
This  circumstance  had  happened  in  his 
own  presence.  He  alluded  to  an  occasion 
when  the  town  of  Carlow  was  taken  pos- 
session of  by  a  mob  of  individuals  collected 
from  the  neighbourhood,  who  retained  'pos- 
session of  it  eight  days,  during  which  time 
there  were  no  military  in  the  place,  and 
when  (after  the  interference  at  last  of  a  few 
Magistrates)  some  show  of  authority  had 
been  made,  thousands  of  these  savages — 
[Ok,  ok,] — yes,  savages,  for  if  he  told  hon. 
Members  of  their  acts  they  would  not  cavil 
at  the  term— were  collected  in  an  open 
space  in  the  town,  opposite  the  few  who 
had  assembled  under  the  direction  of  the 

:  Magistrates,  and  it  was  only  by  the  inter- 
vention of  the  priests,   that    the   yelling, 

•  hooting  multitude,  were  restrained  from 
rushing  upon  those  opposed  to  them.    This 

.  was  a  thing  which  had  occurred  within  his 

.  own  knowledge,  and  which  was  capable  of 
proof  by  thousands  of  witnesses.  But  he 
would  not  weary  the  House  by  entering 
further  into   these    details.     He    thought 

.  enough  had  been  shown  to  prove  the  ne- 
cessity for  some  inquiry  on  the  part  of  the 
House,  in  order  to  prevent,  if  possible,  the 
dreadful  consequences  which  must  arise 
from  a  collision  between  the  landlords  and 
the  tenantry.     It  was  immaterial  to  him 

.  in  what  form  the  inquiry  was  conducted ; 

^])Ut  he  hoped  that  it  would  certainly  be 


taken  up  by  the  Hoyse,  and  carried  io  sttdx 

a  manner  as  would  render  it  eflfectoai. 

Mr.  Hope  did  not  rise  for  the  purpose 
of  saying  anything  on  the  merits  of  this 
particular  motion,  as  he  had  already  ex- 
pressed his  desire  to  forward  the  mqciirj 
m  any  way  that  was  calculated  to  briii^  it 
to  a  satisfactory  issue.  He  confessed, 
however,  that  he  felt  surprised  that  the 
hon.  Member  for  Greenock  should  have 
thought  proper  to  make  charges  of  ao 
grave  a  nature  without  having  at  the 
time  provided  himself  with  something 
proaching  to  proof,  and  without  supplyioj^ 
those  opposed  to  him  with  some  distinct 
and  authenticated  statement  of  facts,  to 
which  they  might  address  themselves  in 
explanation.  He  felt  himself  in  the  situa- 
tion of  not  having  had  a  single  feet  fram 
the  hon.  Member  for  Greenock  to  which 
he  could  offer  a  reply  in  explanation.  Tlie 
one  sole  fact  which  the  hon.  Meoiber 
adduced  in  support  oF  his  charges  was, 
that  an  hon.  Member  of  that  House  had, 
in  conversation,  admitted  that  the  charges 
in  question  were  in  all  probability  true ; 
but  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Member  did 
not  present  any  tangible  point  to  which 
a  reply  could  be  ofiered  in  the  way  of 
refutation.  The  hon.  Member,  in  referring 
to  the  petition  of  Mr.  Vigors,  had  omitted  to 
read  the  name  of  Lord  Beresford,  although 
that  nobleman  was  mentioned  therein ; 
and  this  he  took  as  a  tacit  admission  that 
the  hon.  Member  did  not  agree  in  the 
statement  made  against  his  Lordship. 
But  in  reference  to  that  subject  he  wooid 
draw  the  attention  of  the  House  to  a  cor- 
respondence in  a  Dublin  paper,  between  a 
clergyman  named  Maher,  a  curate  on  Lord 
Beresford's  estate,  and  a  Roman  Catholic 
Priest  named  Tyrrell,  brother  of  a  gentle- 
man of  that  name  examined  before  the 
Carlow  committee.  The  hon.  Gentleman 
read  extracts  from  the  letters  to  which  he 
referred.  Father  Maher  wrote  as  follows, 
in  The  Dublin  Evening  Post^  in  April, 
1 835,  dated  Carlow  :— 

Dear  Sir.— -We  are  sadly  persecuted  in  this 
most  unhappy  county.  You  seldom  write  us  a 
word  of  consolation,  or  a  word  to  check  our 
present  landlords  in  their  mad  career.  The 
offence  of  having  exercised  the  elective  fran« 
chise  conscientiously,  and  in  favour  of  a  Whig 
candidate  (Mr.  Raphael),  is  not  to  be  forgiven, 
at  least  in  this  world.  The  offender  and  his 
family  are  to  be  exterminated. 

N.B.— Lord  Beresford  has  served  two  town* 
lands  with  ejectments.  Their  offence  is  their 
Popish  creed,    Perhaps  ^00  ptivgus  are|  bv 
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these  ejectmenUy  to  be  thrown  houseless  on 
the  world.  Nothing  can  save  the  people  buia 
poor-rate.  AVe  shall  very  soon  petition  the 
lloase  of  Commons  on  that  sabject. 

The  following  letter  of  Priest  Tyrrell 
was  published  in  a  Popish  journal  fThe 
Leinster  Independent J^  under  the  control 
of  the  priests,  with  the  following  intro- 
duction : —  I 

In  justice  to  the  accused,  although  he  be  a 
Beresford,  we  lay  before  our  readers  a  letter 
of  the  Reverend  Thomas  Tyrrell,  parish 
priest  of  Tyrril  and  contradictory  of  Mr. 
Maher's  statement.  Mr.  Tyrell's  object,  in 
coming  forward  to  vindicate  Lord  Beresford,  is 
a  laudable  one,  **  to  avert  the  evil.'' 

Mr.  Tyrrell's  letter  was  as  follows : — 

To  the  Editor  of  The  Dublin  Evening  Post. 

April,  1835. 
Sir. — On  the  receipt  of  The  Evening  Post 
this  day,  I  was  surprised  to  see  a  statement 
there  made  by  tlie  Reverend  James  Maher, 
curate  of  Carlow,  namely,  that  Lord  Beresford 
had  served  ejectments  on  two  town-lands  in 
this  county.  Now  there  are  but  two  town- 
lands  out  of  lease  on  Lord  Beresford 's  pro« 
perty,  in  this  county,  and  one  of  them  is  situ- 
ated in  my  parish,  named  Knockbower,  and  no 
ejectment  has  been  served  there.  I  am  sorry 
Mr.  Maher  would  give  credit  to  flying  re- 
ports; he  should  consult  those  who  are  ac- 
quainted with  the  circumstances,  before  he 
brands  Lord  Beresford  with  such  a  mark.  I 
am  negociating  with  Lord  Beresford  for  the 
tenants  in  the  town-land  in  my  parish. 

The  Editor  of  The  Evening  Post  made 
a  long  commentary  on  the  above  letter, 
from  which  he  would  read  one  extract  :— 

The  Evening  Mail  and  Carlow  Sentinel,  with 
their  accustomed  recklessness  of  truth,  asserted 
that  we  were  reluctantly  obliged  to  admit  the 
"utter  fallacy"  of  the  Reverend  J.  Maher's 
statements  against  Lord  Beresford.  So  far 
from  manifest! og  any  reluctance,  we  were 
pleased  at  finding,  by  Mr.  Tyrrell's  letter,  that 
the  charges  were  groundless,  and  we  rejoiced 
at  it  from  our  previous  recollection  of  this  ex- 
cellent character  of  the  noble  Lord  as  a  land- 
lord." 

Priest  Maher  again  addressed  The 
Evening  Post,  in  a  letter  dated  April  20, 
1835,  in  which  he  observed,  that 

Ejectments  have  not  been  actually  served, 
only  threatened,  in  Knockbower.  I  made  a 
mistake.  A  respectable  gentleman  promised 
on  the  part  of  the  tenantry  to  procure  peace- 
able possession  without  putting  his  Lordship 
to  the  expense  of  serving  ejectments. 

He  would  also  read  extracts  from  a 
letter  in  reply  to  the  above,  in  the  same 
paper,  by  the  Reverend  T.  Tyrrell : — 

April  24, 1835. 

SUf^l  ptrceiTo  by  The  Soemg  foe^  of 


this  day,  that  the  rev.  James  Maher  is  at  hi 
work  again,  and  endeavours  to  make  the  world 
believe  that  he  made  no  mistake  in  his  first 
letter.  Uow  has  he  answered  the  statements 
respecting  Knockbower,  on  which  there  were 
no  ejectments  served  ?  By  acknowledging  the 
facts,  and  thereby  giving  his  own  statement  a 
fiat  contradiction.  When  Mr.  Maher  writes 
again,  he  should  be  certain  of  the  truth  of  what 
he  pats  on  paper,  before  he  indulges  in  such 
language.  *  •  *  My  reason  for  troublioff 
you  at  first  was  to  shew  the  world  that  Lord 
Beresford  was  never  oppressive,  so  far  as  my 
parish  is  concerned ;  never  tumbled  a  cabin, 
though  a  good  many  in  this  town-land  were 
out  of  lease  since  he  came  to  the  property ; 
and,  as  fieiir  play  is  a  jewel,  let  me  turn  your 
attention  to  some  of  his  acts  of  kindness,  and 
I  do  think  that  Lord  Beresford  is  kind-hearted 
and  good,  whatever  may  have  been  the  cause 
of  ejectments  in  other  places.  He  has  given  a 
farm  of  forty  acres  to  the  old  tenant,  at  my 
request,  when  his  lease  expired.  He  has  con« 
tinued  four  or  five  cabin-keepers  in  their 
cabins,  charging  no  rent.  He  has  forgiven 
arrears  of  a  small  spot  of  land  to  two  orphans, 
and  let  them  the  land  at  a  cheap  rate.  He 
commissioned  me  to  pay  one  old  tenant,  in- 
capable of  labour,  51,  As,  a-year.  But  these 
are  trifies,  when  compared  to  the  whole  of 
what  my  parish  owes  Lord  Beresford,  who  has 
given  a  lease  of  an  acre  of  land  for  5s.  a-year 
for  ever.  On  this  acre,  before  the  lease  was 
obtained  from  him,  or  before  he  had  the  land, 
were  built  an  excellent  parochial-house  and 
offices,  and  a  very  good  chapel,  with  two 
school-houses.  I  leave  these  facts  to  speak  for 
themselves.  Mr.  Maher  perceives  I  let  him 
down  quietly.  My  politics  are  opposed  to 
those  of  Lord  Beresford  and  of  Mr.  Maher,  one 
being  a  Conservative,  and  the  other  a  Radical ; 
but  differing  so  widely  as  I  do  from  both,  I 
will  not  thereby  be  prevented  from  doing 
ample  justice  to  either  of  them,  or  to  any  one. 
(Signed)  Thomas  Tyrrell. 

He  could  shew,  and  shall  be  ready  to 
do  so  whenever  the  opportunity  occurred 
— that  Lord  Beresford  had  made  no  dis- 
tiDCtion  between  Catholics  and  Protest- 
ants ;  and  he  conld  of  his  own  personal 
knowledge  assert  that  there  were  now 
more  Catholic  tenants  on  Lord  Beresford's 
estate  than  at  the  period  that  the  noble 
Lord  entered  into  the  possession  of  the 
property.  He,  in  conclusion,  thanked  the 
House  for  the  attention  with  which  he  had 
been  heard,  and  said,  that  he  should  not 
have  taken  any  part  in  the  debate  if  he 
bad  not  felt  that  it  was  his  bounden  duty 
to  rise  in  vindication  of  the  character  of 
an  individual  against  whom  accusations 
had  been  brought  forward  without  a 
shadow  of  foundation  existing  for  them. 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  bad 

DO  fatdt  to  find  with  tbe  ipeeGn  of  tb^ 
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hon.  GentleBian  who  had  just  aot  down« 
He  had  done  no  more  than  his  duty,  and 
required  no  apology,  though  he  had  offered 
one,  for  the  zeal  and  readiness  with  which 
he  had  come  forward  to  vindicate  the 
conduct  and  character  of  individuals.  He 
wished  to  address  himself  to  the  speech 
of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  who  had 
immediately  preceded  the  hon.  Gentleman, 
which  he  thought  required  some  animad- 
version, and  afforded  sufficient  ground  of 
objection  to  the  form  of  the  present 
motion.  The  hon.  Member  who  had 
spoken  from  the  back  benches  (Colonel 
Bruen)  had  made  use  of  a  phrase  which 
they  had  often  heard  before,  and  the  sig- 
nificance of  which  was  well  understood 
both  in  that  House  and  out  of  it.  The 
hon.  Member  had  said,  that  he  thought  he 
had  a  right  to  "  do  what  he  liked  with  his 
own."  With  respect  to  the  hon.  Gentle- 
nan's  property,  no  one  was  more  disposed 
to  yield  to  the  position  than  he  was ;  but 
with  reference  to  the  making  use  of  pro- 
perty for  the  purpose  of  controlling  the 
free  exercise  of  opinion,  he  said,  that  a 
man  had  not  a  right  to  do  what  he  liked 
with  bis  own.  He  was  not  pronouncing 
any  opinion  with  reference  to  the  conduct 
of  individuals  engaged  in  the  controversy 
which  was  the  subject  of  discussion  ;  but 
he  was  dealing  with  an  opinion  which  he 
maintained  ought  never  to  be  allowed  to 
be  stated  within  the  walls  of  a  representa- 
tive assembly  without  contradiction.  It 
was  unfortunately  true,  that  this  right  was 
claimed  extensively  in  Ireland,  and  this 
was  one  of  his  grounds  of  objection  to  the 
present  proposition. 

'  Colonel  oruen  merely  begged  to  state 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  argument 
was  founded  upon  a  misapprehension.  He 
had  stated  that  he  had  a  ri$;ht  to  do  what 
he  liked  with  his  own ;  but  he  had  added, 
provided  he  acted  in  every  respect  accord- 
ing to  law. 

The  ChanceUor  of  the  Exchequer  would 
take  the  hon.  Gentleman  on  his  own  de- 
claration. He  would  join  issue  with  him. 
He  admitted  that  a  man  had  a  perfect 
right  to  act  according  to  law,  but  he 
would  maintain  that  if  a  man  used  his 
legal  right  for  the  purpose  of  controlling 
the  opinion  of  another,  he  violated  the 
constitutional  principles  of  a  free  Govern- 
ment, He  was  not  assuming  that  the 
hon.  Member  entertained  this  intent  on, 
he  wished  to  guard  himself  specifically 
against  being  supposed  to  do  so ;  but  he 
would  $»f,  that  if  il  w«<«  fttated  «0W| 


either  by  that  hon.    Oenlieman,  or  any 
one  else,  that  a  nnan  had  a  right  to  use 
his  legal  rights  with  the  object  and  effect 
of  controlling  the  free  vote  of  a  man  to 
whom  the  law  gave  the  suffrage,  it  was  a 
perversion  of  justice.      If  any  OeDtiemaa 
did  that,  it  was  matter  for  the  censure  of 
every  man:   it  was   matter  which  called 
for  the  censure  and  animadversion  of  that 
House  [Colonel   BtuenT     I   do  not  say 
so].     Did  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  a^e 
with  him  ?     Did  they  say»  that  the  righu 
of  property  ought  not  to   be  used  (or  the 
purpose  of  controllings    the  votes  of  tbs 
electors  ?    Did  hon.  Gentleoien  say,  that 
let  the  tenant  vote  for   the  landlord  at 
against  him,  his  position  should  coatifHie 
the  same — that  no  subsequent  advantage 
should   be  held  out  to  him  if  he  voted 
for   the   landlord,  and    no    disadvantage 
threatened    if  he  voted  in   opposition  to 
his  wishes?     If  these  were  the  opinions 
entertained    on    the  other    side   of  the 
House,  they  were  his  opinions  also,  and 
there   was  no  disagreement  or  difiference 
between  himself  and  hon.  Gentlemen  op- 
posite.    But  it  was  singular,  that  when  be 
spoke   of  the  rights  of  property,   hoo. 
Gentlemen  opposite  were   so  very  vocal 
that   the    whole  grove  resounded    with 
singing  birds,  and  that  the   moment  be 
spoke  of  the  leaving  of  the  rights  of  pro- 
perty  to   act   for   themselves,    free   and 
undisturbed  by  any  undue  influence,  not 
a  cheer  was  to  be   extracted    from  snj 
one  of  them.      He  was  against  all  inti- 
midation.    He  was  as  much  opposed  to 
the  intimidation   of   the  priesthood   de- 
scribed by  the  hon.  Gentleman  opposite, 
as  to  the  intimidation  of  the  landlords 
described    by     the    hon.     Member    for 
Greenock.      The  priuciple  for  which  be 
contended    was  freedom  of  choice,  add 
whether  elections  were  controlled  by  tbe 
spiritual    power   of   the    priest,   or  tbe 
threatened  ejectment    of   the    landlord, 
the  freedom  of  election  was  alike  disturbed. 
It  was  a  degradation  of  spiritual  fooctioDS 
on  the  one  band ;    it  was  a  degradation 
of  the  rights  of  law  and  property  on  tbtf 
other.     These  proceedings  with  respett 
to  tenantry  were  not  of  very  modem 
date  in    Ireland ;    they  were  matters  of 
which  notice  had  frequently  been  taken. 
So  long  ago  as  tbe  year  1725|a  resolution 
was   entered  upon   the  Journals  of  tb^ 
Irish  House  of  Parliament,  ibr  whicb  be 
entertained    no    very    great    respect,  to 
which  he  would  refer.     When  they  were 

talking  of  th«  frmloiD  of  i^ioe  oa  tb« 
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part  of  the  Irish  tenantry^  let  them  see 
vrhat  was  the  doctrine  laid  down  by  the 
Irish  Parliament  before  the  Union  :  *'  Re- 
solved, that  the  obliging  any  tenant,  by 
covenant  of  entry  in  his  lease^  to  vote  in 
the  election  of  Members  to  serve  in  Par- 
liament, for  such  person  as  the  landlord 
shall    direct,   is  a   hig^h    infring^ement  of 
the  privileges  of  this  House,  and  destruc 
tive    of  the  rights  and  privileges  of  the 
Commons  of  Ireland."    When  the  Irish 
House  of  Parliament  had  arrived  at  this 
resolution,  should  it  be  allowed  that  a 
man,  by  indirect  means,  should  arrive  at 
precisely  the  same  result  as  if  there  were 
a  clause  in  bis  tenants'  leases  compelling 
them  to  vote  at  the  pleasure  of  their  land- 
lords }    He  regretted  the  debate  had  taken 
such  a  turn,  as  it  gave  rise  to  an  assertion 
which  would,  if  it  were  not  met  with  a 
most  decided  and  unqualified  contradic- 
tion, have  led  to  the  supposition  that  the 
House  of  Commons  countenanced  the  idea 
that  landlords  were  at  liberty  to  control 
their  tenants  as  they  pleased,  and  that  the 
House  of  Commons  was  indifferent  to  the 
great  principle  of  freedom    of   election. 
A  case  of  intimidation  was  slated  on  the 
one  hand,  and  met  by  a  counter  state- 
ment on  the  other.     The  censure  of  the 
House  of  Commons  ought  to  fall  with 
equal    weight    on    both   parties,  if  both 

Barties  violated  the  freedom  of  election, 
ut  did  the  hon.  Member  for  Greenock 
think,  af^er  the  statement,  after  the  refer- 
ences to  facts,  after  the  declarations  of 
opinion  which  had  been  made,  that  it  was 
in  Carlow,  in  such  a  state  of  society  as  he 
described,  that  he  could,  with  any  effect, 
or  anv  advantage  to  the  cause  of  truth 
and  justice,  prosecute  this  inquiry  ?  Did 
the  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  who  wished 
for  investigation,  think  that  it  was  on  this 
spot,  in  the  midst  of  influence  and  con- 
tention, among  these  savages,  that  the 
inquiry  should  be  instituted?  It  had 
grieved  him  to  hear  the  representative  of 
a  county  in  Ireland,  apply  such  a  term  to 
any  of  its  people.  Was  this  the  tone  in 
wh  ch  to  approach  the  discussion  of  Irish 
questions  in  that  House?  The  country 
was  distracted  by  faction  and  religious 
dissensions.  Was  the  speaking  of  the 
Roman  Catholic  clergy  in  the  manner 
adopted  by  the  hon.  Member— was  the 
description  of  thousands  of  persons  coming 
into  the  county  town  itself  as  "savages" 
— the  way  to  make  matters  better,  or  was 
it  not  the  way  to  exasperate  the  worst 
feelings  by  which  the  country  was  diitntct- 


ed  and  torn,  and  to  estrange  the  landlords 
and  country  gentlemen  of  Ireland  from 
that  tenantry  with  which  they  ought  to 
be  so  closely  connected  ?  I  f  he  were 
called  upon  to  express  any  opinion  on 
the  statements  which  had  been  made  by 
individuals  to  gentlemen  in  that  House, 
on  the  question  under  consideration,  he' 
should  say,  that  the  facts  on  both  sides 
had  been  stated  in  terms  of  exaggeration 
and  violence.  He  had  no  doubt,  that  in 
the  heat  of  party — in  the  fervor  of  elec- 
tion contest,  and  the  heat  of  religious 
excitement — the  clergy  taking  that  active 
part  which  they  unfortunately  did  take 
in  such  matters,  great  errors  had  been 
committed.  He  regretted,  as  much  as 
any  man  could,  that  the  clergy  of  any 
religious  persuasion  should  suffer  them- 
selves to  be  led  by  any  circumstances  to 
leave  their  sacred  callings  and  become 
partisans.  With  reference  to  any  other 
mode  of  inquiry »  he  should  reserve  any 
opinion  he  might  be  called  upon  to  pro- 
nounce, until  some  other  proposition  was 
brought  forward.  With  respect  to  the 
present  motion,  believing  that  it  was  not 
calculated  to  elicit  the  truth,  and  that  it 
was  calculated  to  embitter  hostilities,  be^ 
lieving  that  it  was  contrary  to  all  prece- 
dent and  form,  believing  that  it  intrusted 
to  the  commission  proposed  to  be  formed 
functions  almost  of  a  legislative  character, 
not  requiring  them  to  report  upbo  facts 
merely,  but  to  report  their  opinion  upon  con«* 
stitutional  changes.  Believing  this  to  be 
the  only  effect  and  tendency  of  the  motion, 
he  felt  no  difficulty  in  at  once  refusing 
his  assent  to  it. 

Mr.  Warhurlon  was  very  much  disposed 
to  agree  with  the  Government  in  think- 
ing that  a  Commission^  such  as  was  pro- 
posed was  not  necessary,  it  being  in  fact  pro- 
posed, to  institute  an  inquiry  into  cir- 
cumstances which  were  perfectly  notorious. 
That  intimidation  had  prevailed  on  the  part 
of  the  landlords  of  Ireland,  and  that  this 
species  of  intimidation  had  been  met  hf 
counter-influence-^intimidation,  if  you  wiu 
— on  the  part  of  the  priesthood,  be  did  not 
believe  any  gentleman  who  had  been  a 
member  of  w  Intimidadon  Committee 
would  be  inclined  to  dispute.  The  light 
hon.  Gentleman  who  had  just  sat  down, 
had  referred  to  the  proceedings  of  the  Irish 
Parliament,  but  he  mieht  have  adverted  to 
a  more  recent  period.  He  remembered  Mr. 
Dawson's  stating,  when  the  Catholic  Ques- 
tion was  under  discussion,  that  the  iree« 
holders  of  Ireland  were  drhren  to  die  poU 
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like  cattle  to  market.  Were  wc  so  very  quick 
to  forget  our  andent  practices^  as  to  be- 
lieve that  there  was  no  intimidation  now-* 
no  attempt  to  drive  voters  to  the  poU,  like 
cattle  to  market,  in  these  days }  Who  that 
knew  what  human  nature  was^  could  doubt 
it?  Had  not  the  hon.  Member  himself 
^  admitted  the  charge  made  against  him  by 
Father  Maher,  of  depriving  a  man  named 
Keogh  of  a  beneficial  lease.  [Colonel  Bruen : 
JVo,  no.]  Why,  what  were  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber's own  words  before  the  Intimidation 
Committee  ?  The  charge  of  Father  Maher 
was,  that  the  hon.  Gentleman's  conduct 
towards  this  man  Keogh,  was  influenced 
by  his  refusal  to  vote  according  to  his 
wishes.  How  did  the  hon.  Gentleman 
meet  it  ?  He  would  quote  his  reply,  from 
the  evidence.  The  question  put  to  the  hon. 
Member  was,  "  Have  you  ever  punished, 
or  attempted  to  punish  any  tenants  of  yours, 
on  your  extensive  estates,  who  have  punc- 
tually  paid  their  rents  to  you,  and  who 
bore  a  good  and  peaceable  character,  be. 
cause  they  may  have  voted  against  your 
wish  at  elections  V — Answer :  '*  I  took 
seventeen  acres  of  land  from  a  man  of  the 
name  of  Keogh,  under  those  circumstances." 
"  State  the  particulars."—"  Keogh  came 
to  me,  and  he  stated  that  he.  was 
most  anxious,  and  ready,  and  willing  to 
support  me,  but  that  he  had  been  threat- 
ened so  severely,  and  was  in  such  danger, 
that  he  thought  it  was  impossible  he  could 
support  me.  1  then  endeavoured  to  prevail 
on  him  to  vote  for  me.  He  told  me  that  he 
would  rather  be  at  my  mercy  than  at  that 
of  the  other  party.  This  man  held  seven- 
teen acres  of  bog  land,  not  as  Mr.  Maher 
says,  by  way  of  cheapening  other  lands  he 
held,  but  really  as  a  favour,  and  these 
were  the  seventeen  acres  of  land  that  I  took 
from  him."  It  was  nothing  whether  Keogh 
had  promised  the  hon.  Gentleman  pre- 
viously to  vote  in  a  different  way  if  he  could ; 
it  was  admitted  clearly  by  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man  before  the  Intimidation  Committee, 
that  he  took  away  these  seventeen  acres  of 
land  from  Keogh  in  consequence  of  the  vote 
he  gave.  This  was  an  instance  of  intimi- 
dation and  influence  on  the  part  of  a  land- 
lord. It  was  difficult  to  trace  these  cases 
to  their  source,  and  it  was  easy  to  detect 
the  influence  of  the  priests;  and  why? 
Because  the  influence  of  the  priests  was 
exerted  openly,  while  that  of  the  landlords 
was  exerted  in  secret ;  because  the  priests 
were  compelled  to  appeal  publicly  to  the 
religious  feelings  of  their  flocks,  and  because 
the  landlords  appealed  in  secret  to  the  fears 

ind  the  poverty  of  their  tenants,    L^t  the 


House  consider  what  the  conduct  of  Gt^^ 
vemment  had  been  in  obtaining  inlunDa- 
tion  upon  these  points.     He  would  read  a 
letter  of  the  right  hon.  and  gallant   Gen. 
tleman,  the  former  Secretaiy  for   Irebmd 
(Sir  Henry  Hardinge),  written   with  this 
view.     He  did  not  complain   of  it^  but  it 
did  ask  for  information  only  of  one  kind 
and  on  one  side.     The  object  of  the  right 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  was  to  obtain 
instances  of  intimidation  tending*  to  breaches 
of  the  peace.      The  intimidation    of  the 
landlords  being  exercised    in   secret    over 
individuals  had  no  such  effect,  but  the  in- 
fluence of  the  priests,  being  necessarily  ex- 
erted over  assemblies  of  people,  might  be 
construed  as  having  that  tendency. 

The  letter  of  the  right  hon*  Gentleman 
was  written  in  January,  1835^  and  was 
directed  to  Mr.  Brownlie,  one  of  the 
Police  Magistrates  in  the  South  of  Ire- 
land.    It  was  as  fallows :  — 

"  Dear  Sir— I  am  much  obliged  to  you  for 
your  constant  communicatioos  on  the  subject 
of  the  elections. 

"  I  receive  from  various  quarters  reports  of 
the  intimidation  exercised  by  the  priests  oTer 
the  Catholic  voters,  and  many  instances  have 
been  communicated  to  the  Government,  in 
which  the  desire  on  the  part  of  the  voters  has 
been  to  support  their  landlords,  bat  have  been 
prevented  by.  the  denunciations  of  their  clergy. 
There  are  also  cases  in  which  voters  have  SLsked 
for  protection. 

"  You  will  be  so  good  as  to  forward  to  me 
a  short  abstract  of  cases  of  intimidation,  &c., 
that  have  come  to  your  knowledge  during  the 
elections  in  the  south,  as  well  as  the  opinion 
of  any  of  the  magistrates  with  whom  yoa  may 
have  been  in  communication. 

**  Also  as  to  the  effect  produced  by  the  pre- 
cautionary measures  adopted  by  the  Govern- 
ment on  requisitions  from  the  Sheriffs,  of 
moving  troops  and  police  into  contested  coun- 
ties prior  to  the  day  of  election ;  the  question 
of  military  interference  in  the  election  may 
come  before  Parliament,  and  the  meaosi  of 
full  explanation  should  be  at  hand. 

"  I  am,  &c.,  &c., 
(Signed)        "  H.  Hardikge," 

«  Castle,  January  31, 1835." 

The  letter  certainly  alluded  to  events 
likely  to  occur  tending  to  breaches  of  the 
peace,  but  did  not  idlude  to  the  conduct 
of  the  landlords,  as  tending  to  excite  such 
results.  Was  such  a  letter,  however,  likely 
to  prevent  the  landlords  pursuing  the  ooa- 
duct  they  had  hitherto  had  attributed  to 
them.  He  was  of  opinion,  at  the  same 
time,  that  if  a  Commission  was  appointed, 
or  a  Committee  sat  until  doomsday,  they 
would  not  collect  any  farther  informatioti 

than  was  necessary  to  show  the  onlbrtttxmt^ 
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situation  of  ihe  tenantry  of  Ireland.  A 
Committeey  however,  was  sti]!  sitting  on 
tlie  subject  of  intimidation  at  elections  in 
Ireland,  but  its  proceedings  had  been  post- 
poned in  consequence  of  the  illness  of  his 
bon.  Friend,  the  Member  for  Newport^  to 
consider  how  a  measure  could  be  devised  to 
giTe  protection  to  voters  on  all  sides.  He 
trusted,  however,  that  the  labours  of  that 
Committee  would  soon  be  proceeded  with. 

Sir  Henry  Hardinge  entirely  agreed 
^vith  the  hon.  Member  for  Bridport,  that 
it  was  not  necessary  to  present  an  address 
to  his  Majesty  to  appoint  a  Commission,  or 
to  have  a  Committee  of  that  House,  to  in. 
quite  further  into  the  circumstances  of  this 
case.  He  agreed  with  the  hon.  Member 
that  the  Intimidation  Committee  of  last 
year  went  with  great  detail  into  the 
question  before  the  House.  This  year  the 
same  Committee  again  met,  but  so  little 
ivas  the  disposition  of  the  Members  to  enter 
on  the  subject,  that  they  had  abstained 
from  the  inquiry.  They  did  not  appear  to 
think  that  further  information  was  neces- 
sary as  to  the  conduct  of  the  landlords ;  but 
they  were  satisfied  with  the  evidence  before 
the  House,  and  did  not  think  that  more 
evidence  was  necessary  as  to  the  county  of 
Carlow,  or  the  other  counties  in  Ireland. 
Other  hon.  Members  also,  who  generally 
adopted  the  same  views  as  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Bridport,  thought  that  the  evidence 
already  obtained  was  ample.  He  would 
leave  it  to  any  hon.  Member  to  say  whether 
the  intimidation  of  the  priests  in  the  county 
of  Carlow,  and  in  other  counties  in  Ireland, 
as  had  been  proved  before  the  Committee, 
was  not  tenfold  compared  to  that  of  the 
landloi^  The  hon.  Member  for  Bridport 
stated,  that  the  priests  always  exercised 
their  influence  openly,  but  the  landlords  re- 
sorted to  secret  intimidation.  He  denied  that 
there  was  any  act  of  intimidation  on  the 
part  of  the  landlord  over  the  tenantry,  that 
would  not  instantly  become  known;  but 
the  priests  interfered  in  a  manner  that  was 
not  known  to  the  public,  and  worked  upon 
the  religious  fears  of  the  tenantry.  He 
dented  the  premises  laid  down  by  the  hon. 
Member;  but  he  agreed  in  his  conclusion, 
that  it  was  not  necessary  to  go  further  into 
the  investigation  of  the  subject.  He 
thought  that  every  hon.  Member  who  had 
taken  an  impartial  view  of  the  subject, 
wonld  agree  that  the  hon.  Member  for 
Gloucester  (Mr.  Hope)  had  most  completely 
vindicated  his  noble  Friend,  and  i^uted 
the  charges  brought  against  him  as  to  his 
Conduct  to  his  tenants  in  Carlow.  He 
beliiJTedthat  it  had  been  satisfactorily  shown 


to  the  House  that  Lord  Bereaford  did  not 
eject  a  single  tenant  from  his  estate  in  the 
county  of  Carlow  in  consequence  of  political 
feeling ;  hon.  Members,  therefore,  should 
hesitate  before  they  believed  statements 
made  in  Ireland  relative  to  the  conduct  of 
landlords,  where  party  feeling  ran  so  high. 
He  did  not  mean  to  deny,  that  there  were 
cases  in  which  interference  or  intimidation 
had  been  resorted  to  by  the  landlords  ;  but 
the  intimidation  on  the  part  of  the  priests 
was  carried  to  a  much  greater  extent.  It 
had  been  proved,  beyond  all  question,  before 
the  Intimidation  Committee  that  Father 
Maher  had  canvassed  the  voters  for  Carlow, 
accompanied  by  a  great  number  of  persons, 
and  in  a  manner  calculated  to  excite  the 
utmost  alarm  in  the  minds  of  the  voters.  He 
went  into  the  shops  of  a  number  of  persons 
in  the  town  of  Carlow,  attended  by  a  crowd 
of  persons,  and  solicited  the  votes  of  the 
occupiers  in  a  manner  which  intimidated 
them  to  vote  in  a  particular  way.  It 
appeared  before  the  Committee  that  Father 
Maher  never  interfered  to  prevent  the  in- 
timidation by  the  populace  of  the  voters 
which  he  had  canvassed,  although  it  was 
his  duty  to  do  so.  He.  would  not  go  fur- 
ther into  the  case,  but  he  would  beg  the 
House  to  place  against  the  statement  of 
Father  Maher  that  of  Father  Tyrrell,  with 
reference  to  the  conduct  of  Lord  Beresford 
to  his  tenants.  When  Father  Tyrrell  came 
before  the  Committee,  he  said  that  Father 
Maher  laboured  under  a  misapprehension 
as  to  the  conduct  of  Lord  Ber€«ford,  and 
that  the  statements  made  to  him  were  not 
correct.  For  his  own  part  he  believed,  that 
the  people  of  Carlow^  as  well  as  of  other 
Irish  counties,  was  at  present  in  such  a 
state  of  excitemient  that  freedom  of  election 
could  not  be  ensured  without  the  employ- 
ment of  a  large  military  force.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Bridport  had  read  a  letter 
written  by  him  from  the  Castle  of  Dublin, 
respecting  the  interference  of  priests  at 
elections.  He  (Sir  Henry  Hardmge)  had 
been  much  abused  in  consequence  of  having 
written  that  letter;  and  it  had  been  said 
that  he  was  anxious  to  carry  elections  by 
the  bayonet,  and  to  establish  a  military 
government.  But  what  appeared  to  be 
the  case  before  the  Intimidation  Committee? 
Why,  every  magistrate,  every  person  con- 
nected with  the  police,  and  every  impar. 
tial  witness,  said,  that  such  was  the  violent 
state  of  party  feeling,  and  such  was  the 
excitement  at  the  elections  for  1835,  that 
it  was  impossible  to  come  to  anything  like 
a  fair  result,  or  for  the  voters  on  both  sides 
to  come  up  to  the  poll>  but  by  the  agency  of  a 
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fliilitirf  faice.  Some  of  die  witnenef  ex- 
ttinined  before  diuuCeoimittee  said,  that  such 
a  state  of  soeiety  as  prevailed  in  Ireland 
wai  to  be  met  with  in  no  other  part  of 
the  world,  and  this  remilted  from  the 
intimidation  of  the  priesthood  and  conduet 
of  the  Lmdlords  in  consequence  of  such  in- 
timidation. He  did  not  deny  the  latter 
poioty  hut  the  conduct  of  the  priests  had 
been  vindicated  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Greenock.  On  a  calm  conmderatiDn  of 
the  question  he  had  come  to  the  condu- 
sion,  that  if  they  sent  a  Gimmission  to 
Carlow  to  inquire  into  the  subject,  they 
would  increase  the  excitement  which  had 
prevailed  sinee  the  Reform  Bill  had  pawed 
He  was  convinced  that  either  the  appoint- 
ment of  a  Commission,  or  die  nomination 
of  a  Commttee  of  that  House,  to  inquire 
into  the  subfect  would  tend  to  increase 
the  excitement  that  prevailed  in  Carlow. 
He  thought  that  nothing  was  more  clear 
than  this  from  the  evidence  given  before 
the  Intimidatioii  Committee,  he  therefore 
agreed  with  the  noUe  Lord  opposite  in 
objecting  to  the  motiout  as  w^  on  the 
ginood  that  there  was  no  precedent  for 
such  a  proposition  as  for  the  other  rea  i 
assigned  by  him. 

Mr.  Sharman  Crawford  said,  the  Catholic 
priesthood  was  fofoed  to  use  their  influence 
over  the  people  with  regard  to  political 
matters  to  counteract  the  intimidation  of  the 
landlords.  But  it  was  not  merely  the 
Roman  Catholic  priests  who  used  their  in- 
fluence for  that  purpose.  The  ministers  of 
the  Established  Church  had  exerted  the 
power  they  possessed  in  a  most  improper 
manner ;  and  he  knew  an  instance  of  a 
minister  of  the  Church  of  England  who^  at 
the  Carrickfergus  election,  acted  as  agent 
fur  procuring  money  to  be  expended  for 
corrupt  purposes.  Some  years  ago,  when  a 
question  most  interesting  to  Catholics  was 
being  discussed,  the  landlords  attempted  to 
force  their  tenants  to  vote  according  to  their 
pleasure,  and  the  Roman  Catholic  clergy 
then  thought  it  their  duty' to  interfere  and 
they  told  their  flocks  that  their  eternal  in- 
terest was  involved  in  the  manner  in  which 
they  disposed  of  their  franchise.  He  thought 
they  were  justified  in  doing  so,  for  it  was  the 
duty  of  the  clergy  to  enforce  on  their  flockn 
that  the  exercise  of  the  elective  franchise 
was  as  a  sacred  trust,  a  matter  of  religion. 
To  show  by  what  means  the  landlords  in 
Ireland  attempted  to  control  the  votes  of 
their  tenants,  he  would  mention  the  con. 
duct  of  a  landlord  in  Louth,  who  set  fire 
to  some  part  of  tlic  property  of  a  tenant 
wlio  voted  against  him.  Tlic  tenant  brought 
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■naeliaiil^  fteover  the  aatfwie  of  his 
and  the  indietment  only  faikd, 
oonld  not  prove  the  property  to  be  hsa^     He 
was  anxious  that  intimidadeo.  oo  all  aides 
shonld  be  put  an  end  tos  and  to  effect  this 
object,  it  was  indispensably  neeeaaary  that 
some  sort  of  inquiry  should  be  instiuitetL 
The  hon.  Member  for  the  county  of  Carlow 
had  called  a  portion  of  the  peasantry  of  that 
county  "  savages."    They  mi^t,  unfortu- 
nately, be  savages  in  appearance,  hat  they 
were  far  from  being  so  in  heart.  But  aujj|jase 
they  were  as  rude  and  uncivilised  as  the 
hon.  Member    had  described  them — ^who 
made  them  so  ?  was  not  the  fault    to  be 
attributed  to  those  who  took  eteiy  means 
to  kec|»  them  ignorant  and  debased  I     If 
they  were  savins  it  oug^t  not  to  surpriae 
any  one.     But,  they  were  not.     He  would 
confidently  assert  that  there  did  not  exist, 
in  any  part  of  the  world,  a  people  more 
grateful  for  any  kindness  shown  to  them, 
than  the  people  of  Ireland.     No  people 
would  be  more  mild,  tractable,  and  obedient 
to  the  laws  for  fair  treatment,  whidi  they 
did  not  receive.  When  hon.  Members  ta&ed 
of  intimidation  of  electors,  let  him  remind 
them  that  the  ballot  was  the  only  cure  for 
the  eviL     If  hon.  Members  could  find  any 
other  remedy,  he  had  no  objection  ;  but  it 
ihej  could  not,  then  they  ought  to  try  the 
ballot.  If  the  people  were  really  disposed  to 
vote  for  their  landlords,  they  should  be  pr»> 
tected  in  that  wish, — and  the  ballot  would 
be  an  effectual  protection*    As  to  the  ques- 
tion, he  thought  there  should  be  an  inve^ 
tigation,  that  the  House  might  know  at 
which  side  the  intimidation  had  been  great* 
est  and  least  defensible. 

Sir  Robert  Batesan  was  not  anxious  to 
prolong  the  debate,  but  felt  called  upon  to 
make  a  few  observations  in  reply  to  what 
had  fallen  from  the  hon.  Member  who  ad» 
dressed  them  just  now,  and  the  right  hon. 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.  They 
had  heard  complaints  of  an  expressitm 
made  use  of  in  designating  the  assemblies 
that  hod  taken  place  for  the  purposes  of  in* 
timidation  by  some  term  borrowed  from  the 
conduct  in  which  they  were  encaged  and 
the  objects  which  they  had  in  view.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  complained  that 
bodies  of  men  assembling  for  the  purpose  of 
intimidation  had  been  described  as  savages; 
but  he  contended  that  when  men  resetted 
to  such  means  to  carry  out  their  objects  by 
violence  and  intimidation  no  peculiar  nicety 
of  phrase  ought  to  be  used  in  designating 
their  conduct.  The  hon.  Gentleman  who 
had  taken  up  the  defence  of  the  people  hsd 
stated  an  iu^t«'mce  that  had  occurred  in  the 


liMIl 


Carlotn— 


{Mat  I?}       Ejectment  <if  Peoiantry,       lOS) 


county  of  Loutli^  ia  which  a  landlord  had 
burned  a  quantity  of  turf  belonging  to  his 
tenant;   but  did  the  hon.  Genueman  re- 
collect what  had  taken  place  in  that  same 
county  of  Louth  some  years  ago,  when  a 
body  of  armed  men»  to    the  number   of 
f orty,  assembled  and  attacked  "  Wild  Goose 
X^odge/'  in  that  county>  and  spared  neither 
man,  woman,  nor  child.    Would  any  hon. 
Member  pretend  to  say,  that  such  conduct 
was  not  the  conduct  of  savages  ?    The  hon. 
Member  for  Bridport  had  referred  to  the 
evidence  taken  before  the  Intimidation  Com. 
mittee,  and  had  quoted  the  case  of  Keogh 
as  an   instance  of  oppression.     The  hon. 
Member  stated,  that  Keogh  had  held  seven- 
teen acres  of  land  from  his  landlord,  not  as 
respected  any  consideration  of  rent,  but  as  a 
matter  of  favour.     Now  was  it  unnatural 
for  a  landlord  to  expect  the  support  of  a 
man  so  circumstanced  with  respect  to  him  ? 
It  had  been  attempted  in  the  course  of  the 
debate  to  draw  a  distinction  between  the 
influence  exercised  by  the  landlord  and  the 
influence  exercised  by  the  Catholic  priest 
•   in  Ireland.     It  was  said,  that  the  influence 
of  the  landlord  was  an  influence  exercised 
ia  secret,  whilst  the  influence  of  the  priest, 
to  be  effectual,  was  necessarily  exercised 
openly.     But  that  argument  had  been  well 
met  by  his  right  hon.  and  gallant  Friend. 
There  was  no  influence  so  secret — there 
was  no  influence  so  absolute,  so  powerful, 
and  he  might  add  so  deadly,  as  the  influence 
which  the  Catholic  priest  used  in  the  con- 
fessional.     His    riffut    hon.    and    gallant 
Friend  had  property  maintained  that  the 
intimidation  of  the  Catholic  Clergy  was  a 
powerful  and  a  dangerous  intimidation,  and 
that  no  comparison  could  be  made  between 
that  and  the  exercise  of  the  legitimate  in- 
fluence of  the  landlords.    He  believed  that 
there  was  no  better  landlord  than  the  hon. 
Member  for  Carlow,  nor  any  one  who  had 
a  stronger  claim  upon  the  regards  of  his 
tenantry.     He  should  oppose  the  motion,  as 
being  uncalled  for  and  unnecessary. 

Mr.  Warburton  begged  to  be  permitted 
to  say,  with  respect  to  the  subject  of  oon. 
fession,  there  was  no  evidence  whatever 
before  the  Intimidation  Committee  to  prove 
that  it  had  been  used  for  political  purposes. 
Mr.  Francis  Bruen :  Sir,  it  was  not  my 
intenticHi  to  have  said  a  word  on  this  sub- 
ject, but  for  the  observations  of  the  right 
bon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer. I  had  thought  that  if  the  right 
hon*  Gentleman  had  attended  to  the  state- 
ment made  on  a  former  night  by  my  hon. 
Relative,  he  would  have  found  that  my  hon. 


Relative  had  'given  a  full  and  eomplete 
answer  to  all  the  charges  that  had  been 
brought  either  directly  or  by  implication 
against  him,  and  had  shown  to  the  satis- 
faction of  every  unbiassed  mind  that  he  bad 
ever  refused  to  use  his  power  as  a  landlord 
to  the  injury  of  his  tenants  on  account  of 
their  political  opposition  to  him,  even 
though  frequently  urged  to  it.  But,  Sir, 
as  I  am  on  my  legs;  1  must  say  that  I  am 
unfeignedly  rejoiced  that  the  hon.  Member 
for  Greenock  has  at  last  brought  forward 
his  promised  motion.  This  motion.  Sir,  is 
calculated  to  reveal  the  real  facts  of  the 
case.  I  hail  it  as  the  means  of  doing  so, 
and  to  it  or  any  other  means  of  searching 
inquiry  into  the  real  state  of  the  terror  and 
distress  of  the  electors  of  Carlow,  my  hon. 
Relative  and  I  will  give  our  most  cordial 
concurrence.  He,  Sir,  has  had  an  oppor« 
tunity  of  making  his  defence^  and  not  in 
the  way  defences  are  sometimes  made  now- 
a-days,  by  heaping  foul  and  false  charses, 
couched  in  no  very  gentlemanly  or  Pam»- 
mentary  language,  on  others,  but  item  by 
item.  Clearly,  ana  satisfactorily,  and  circum-i 
stantially— just  such  a  defence  as  conscious 
rectitude  is  sure  to  make.  To  that  defence 
I  should  not  have  added  a  word  except  for 
the  purpose  of  stating  one  fact  peculiarly  ap- 
plicable to  the  charge  of  turning  out  families 
made  against  him  m  the  petition  now  under 
discussion.  Why,  Sir,  a  short  time  ago  it 
became  absolutely  necessaxy  for  publio 
county  purposes,  viz.,  the  building  of  a 
courthouse,  to  remove  many  poor  iamilies 
.from  their  dwellings,  not  tenants  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Carlow  county,  nor  having  the 
slightest  claim  upon  him.  The  jury  as- 
sembled to  assess  the  value,  and  gave  a  fair 
remuneration.  What  waff  the  conduct  of 
the  depopulator  of  villages,  the  murderer 
by  the  slow  process  of  cold  and  huneer? 
He  actually,  unsolicited,  paid  to  each  of 
these  poor  people  double  the  amount  award- 
ed by  the  jury,  lest  they  should  suffer  loss 
or  inconvenience  by  removing.  Does  this 
argue  a  wish  to  turn  poor  people  houseless 
on  the  world  ?  I  rejoice.  Sir,  that  in  this 
attack  on  the  gentry  of  the  county  of  Car- 
low,  they  have  selected  the  individual  in 
question*  Neither  he  nor  I  have  ever  op- 
pressed or  persecuted,  for  political  reasons, 
one  individual  elector.  The  glaring  fact  is, 
that  no  elector  has  been  put  out ;  and  as  for 
religious  persecution,  I  can  only  say,  that 
since  I  came  into  the  possession  of  my  pro- 
perty 1  have  never  turned  out  a  single  Ca-< 
tholic,  but  having  at  this  moment  nearly 
3,000  English  acres  out  of  lease,  covered 
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ton),  who  itated,  that  there  WM  nothing  in 
the  evidence  before  the  Intimidation  Com- 
mittee, to  show  that  the  confessional  had 
been  used  for  political  purpoies.  I  think  if 
the  bon.  Member  will  refer  to  the  Report  of 
the  Committee,  he  will  find  his  mistake.  I 
shall  not  trouble  the  House  with  the  pas- 
sage, hut  [  shall  content  myiielf  with  stating 
its  substance-  It  appears  that  a  Mrs.  Bur- 
gess, the  wife  of  a  farmer,  went  one  even- 
ing to  the  chapel  of  the  reverend  Mr. 
Maher,  for  her  private  devotions,  or  for 
cunfession.  While  thus  engaged.  Father 
Maher  sent  for  her  into  the  vestry-room, 
anil  asked  her  which  waj  her  husband  in- 
tended to  vote.  She  refused  to  say  ;  add- 
ing, that  it  was  not  a  question  which  he 
should  have  asked  her.  She  complained  to 
her  husband,  and  he  complained  of  it  to  Dr. 
Nolan,  the  Catholic  Bishop,  who  said  that 
if  Father  Maher  had  done  so  he  hod  ex- 
ceeded his  duty,  and  he  (Dr.  Nolan)  was 
sorry  for  it.  Father  Maher  afterwards 
wished  the  husband  to  retract  his  state- 
ment, but  he  refused  to  do  so.  May  I 
not  torn  to  those  who  accuse  us,  and 
ask  if,  in  the  reckless  attempt  to  con- 
vert our  town  and  county  into  a  link  of 
the  vast  chain  of  rolten  boroughs  subject 
to  the  control  of  that  great  Agitator  and 
hi*  allies,  the  priests,  the  bonds  of  civil 
society  have  not  been  burst  asunder,  the 
dearest  charities  of  life  violated,  and  the 
iron  driven  into  the  very  souls  of  the 
people )  Has  the  6eld  of  fetation  which 
has  borne  so  rich  a  harvest  to  the  same 
hain.  and  learned  Gentleman,  never  been 
watered  by  the  tear  of  the  widow  and  the 
orphan  ?  Has  the  well-ordered  compact 
first  established  in  Carlow  to  defraud  the 
Protestant  clergy  of  their  lawful  property, 
to  dash  the  very  food  from  their  lips,  to 
denounce  them  to  a  fanatic  rabble,  so  that 
they  are  literally  counted  as  sheep  ap- 
pointed to  be  slain — has  that  compact  never 
heen  cemented  by  the  blood  of  parents  and 
Jiusbands  >  I  protest.  Sir,  if  the  cries  of 
ttidows  and  orphans  ring  in  the  can  of 
IB  Ia.y  or  clerical  agitators,  they  must  be 
J  of  Iii5  own  victims.  How  long 
■a    opposite— English 
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trample  nnder  foot  the  laws  of  the  coun^ 
try — to  dismember  the  empire,  and  drag 
captive  at  its  chariot-wheels  the  executivs 
Government  of  the  country  i  Hon.  Mem' 
hers  have  heard  much  stress  laid  in  these 
discussions  on  the  number  of  tenants 
ejected  by  landlords  in  the  county  of  Car- 
low.  Now,  if  any  hon.  Member  will 
move  for  a  return  of  the  number  of  tenants 
so  ejected,  within  the  period  to  which  tho 
petitions  refer,  they  will  find  that  there 
have  not  been  three  so  ejected  in  all>  Sir, 
let  me  add,  that  if  this  House  will  boldly 
step  forward,  and  say,  that  it  will  no  longer 
be  parties  in  conniving  at  these  enormitieB 
— that  the  Reform  BUI  has  become  a  mere 
mockery  in  Ireland — that  the  franchises 
of  the  electors  have  been  forcibly  seized 
and  made  merchandize  of- — that  to  effect 
this  purpose  a  most  cruel  and  intolerable 
yoke  has  been  imposed  upon  the  electors, 
the  most  galling  that  ever  crushed  the 
energies  or  afflicted  the  consciences  of  any 
portion  of  the  human  race.  Then,  and 
not  till  such  a  stand  is  made,  may  we  en- 
tertain rational  hope  that  the  miseries  of 
the  people  of  Carlow  and  of  Ireland  will 
cease.  Why,  Sir,  if  inquiry  be  made,  I 
have  no  douht  that  for  every  two  instances 
in  which  the  votes  of  electors  have  been 
constrained  by  their  landlords,  S00,000  in- 
stances can  be  shown  where  they  have 
been  extorted  by  the  influence  of  t  e 
priests.  One  word  more :  let  this  com- 
mission, or  any  other  fair,  unbiassed, 
searching  inquiry,  go  forth,  and  I  tell  the 
House  that  when  the  aggregate  of  human 
misery,  inflicted  by  selfish  and  sordid  am- 
bition in  my  unhappy  county  is  accurately 
summed  up  ;  when  the  actors  in  these  tra- 
gedies, be  they  who  they  may,  must  answer 
at  I  care  not  what  bar— the  bar  of  this 
House,  the  bar  of  the  country,  or  at  a  more 
awful  bar,  where  the  cry  of  the  widow 
and  the  orphan  can  no  more  he  the  mere 
pretence  of  subterfuge,  or  the  fiction  of 
party  malevolence— I  had  rather  toke  my 
stand  among  the  gentry  and  landlords  of 
the  county  Carlow,  who  have  nobly  stood 
forward  in  defence  of  the  rights  and  liber- 
ties, the  lives  and  properties,  of  their  fel- 
low-countrymen, than  endure  the  load  of 
guilt  which  must  then  attach  to  the  dis- 
turbers, and  agitators,  and  incendiaries  of 
their  country. 

Mr.  More  O'Ferrall  said,  that  it  had  not 
been  his  intention  to  say  a  word  on  this 
discusrion,  but  as  the  hon>  and  gallant 
Member  had  alluded  to  the  conduct  of  the 
landlonb  of  the   county  of  Carlow,   and 
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^s  he  had  said,  that  it  was  as  good  towards 
their  tenants  as  that  of  the  hindlords  of 
any  neighbouring  county,  he  felt  it  his 
duty,  as  representing  the  neighbouring 
county  of  Kildare,  to  say  a  word  or  two 
as  to  the  practice  of  the  landlords  of  that 
county.  It  was  the  practice  there  for  land- 
lords to  place  the  amount  of  rent  received 
in  one  column,  and  the  deficiency  of  each 
payment  in  another,  under  the  head  of  ar« 
rears.  Now,  in  England,  tliis  deficiency 
was  generally  classed  under  the  head  of 
^'  abatement,*'  and  not  claimed  any  more. 
In  many  parts  of  Ireland  it  was  different, 
and  in  the  county  of  Kildare  it  was^  as  he 
had  said,  the  practice  to  put  the  deficiency 
under  the  head  of  arrears.  Now,  though 
that  sum  might  be  claimed  at  any  time  by 
the  landlord,  and  that  nothing  was  more 
easy  for  a  landlord  in  that  county  than  to 
say  to  a  tenant,  *'  If  you  vote  against  me  I 
shall  call  in  your  arrears,  or  eject  you," 
yet  nothing  of  the  kind  was  known  there. 
With  respect  to  the  charges  that  had  been 
made  against  the  hon.  and  gallant  Officer, 
(Colonel  Bruen),  he  could  not  enter  into 
them,  as  he  personally  knew  nothing  of 
them.  When  he  had  heard  them  made  in 
that  House,  he  wrote  to  a  friend  of  his  in 
the  county  of  Carlow,  to  make  some  in- 
quiry into  the  statements.  His  friend 
wrote  him  back  that  he  found  it  impossible 
to  go  into  every  case,  but  that  he  had  in- 
quired into  one  case,  and  found  it  to  be  thus : 
— A  person  named  Caulfield,  who  was  a 
enant  of  the  Duke  of  Leinster  for  some 
other  property,  had  taken  a  farm  from  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  the  county  of 
Carlow  at  the  high  war  prices.  As  the 
rate  at  which  he  had  taken  the  land  was 
much  beyond  the  prices  that  soon  aAer  fol- 
lowed, an  abatement  was  from  time  to  time 
made,  but  instead  of  being  placed  under 
the  head  of  *'  abatement,"  the  deficiencies 
were  placed  under  the  head  of  "  arrears." 
A  long  arrear  had  thus  accumulated,  and 
at  last  the  tenant  not  being  able  to  pay  the 
amount,  asked  as  a  favour  to  have  the  land 
taken  off  his  hands,  but  within  the  last  six 
or  twelve  months  he  had  got  notice  to  give 
up  the  land  and  pay  off  all  the  arrears, 
which  he  was  obliged  to  do.  This  was  all 
he  could  state  on  the  subject  of  there 
charges.  On  the  others  he  would  not 
touch,  as  he  had  no  means  of  knowing  per- 
sonally any  thing  about  them.  As  to  what 
hud  Ijcen  stated  by  the  hon.  Member  (Mr. 
F.  Hruen)  respecting  the  tamjiering  of  the 
priest  in  tlic  confessional,  and  using  hi.s  in- 
fiuence   there    for    poUlical   purposes,    he 


would  observe,  that  the  hon.  Member,  not 
having,  he  supposed,  his  spectacles  near 
him,  could  not  read  the  case ;  and  his  right 
hon.  Friend  who  had  called  his  attention  to 
the  Report  of  the  Intimidation  Committee, 
not  being  willing  to  undertake  that  office 
for  him,  the  hon;  Member  stated  the  case 
only  from  memory.  If,  however,  he  bad 
read  the  case,  he  and  the  House  would 
have  seen  that  the  case  had  nothing  to  do 
with  confession.  The  woman,  Mrs.  Bur- 
gess, had  been  in  the  chapel,  and  was  called 
into  the  vestry-room  by  the  priest,  and 
asked  how  her  husband  intended  to  vote  ; 
but  the  vestry-room  was  not  the  oonfes- 
sional,  and  there  was  not  a  word  said  in 
tlie  evidence  about  confession  or  absolutioa. 
If,  however,  any  priest  or  bishop  had  been 
so  debased  as  to  make  use  of  the  sacred 
rites  of  his  church  for  political  purposes,  he 
(Mr.  More  OTcrrall)  would  say,  that  in 
the  opinion  of  the  vast  majority  of  the  Ca- 
tholic priests  and  laymen  of  his  country, 
he  would  be  regarded  as  guilty  of  a  groaa 
violation  of  his  duty,  and  the  sooner  such 
a  man  was  removed  from  his  derical  func- 
tions the  better.  With  respect  to  the  case 
of  the  Rev.  Mr.  Maher,  ha  must  say,  that 
he  had  denied  the  whole  of  the  statement 
affainst  him.  From  these,  and  other  parts 
of  the  hon.  Member's  (Mr«  Frauds  Bruen's) 
statement,  it  would  appear,  that  from  the 
way  in  which  he  referred  to  what  had  been 
said  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Greenock,  he 
(Mr.  Francis  Bruen)  seemed  not  so  veiy 
confident  of  his  own  conduct. 

Mr.  Francis  Bruen  thought  he  had 
already  fully  disposed  of  the  accunationg 
brought  against  him,  and  that  it  was  not 
necessary  for  him  to  go  further  into  tbem. 
With  respect  to  ejectments,  he  would  re- 
peat that  he  had  never  turned  a  Catholic 
from  his  estate,  and  that  he  had  never  en- 
forced such  arrears  as  the  hon.  Member  had 
alluded  to. 

Mr.  More  OFerraU  must  say,  in  justice 
to  the  hon.  Member  for  the  town  of  Cai^ 
low,  that  he  had  never  heard  him  spoken  of 
as  a  landlord  in  any  other  terms  than  those 
of  kindness  and  respect. 

Colonel  Bruen  begged  to  say,  in  expla- 
nation as  to  what  had  been  said  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Kildare^  that  in  the  case 
of  Mr.  Caulfield,  it  was  true  he  had  taken 
the  land  off  his  hands  at  his  ouqi  request. 
With  res|)ect  to  the  use  made  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer, of  the  term  "  savages,"  he  wan 
sorry  to  find  his  moaning  so  misconstrued. 
He  had  used  the  term  in  the  warmth  uf 
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discussion,  4nd  certainly  had  not  intended 
to  apply  it  to  the  habits  of  his  constituents 
of  Carlovi%  or  to  any  other  portion  of  his 
countrymen.  They  certainly  were  not  sa- 
vage in  their  nature.  They  were  warm 
and  headlong  when  under  the  influence  of 
passion,  but  they  were  sorry  after,  if  they 
did  wrong.  They  had  had  no  more  than 
justice  done  to  them  in  being  described  as 
of  most  kindly  feelings,  and  they  really 
would  show  themselves  so  on  every  occa- 
sion, but  for  that  unnatural  conspiracy 
which  had  been  formed  against  them  by 
priests  and  demagogues. 

Mr.  Wallace,  in  reply,  said,  after  what 
had  passed,  it  was  not  his  intention  to  de- 
tain the  House  by  any  lengthened  remarks, 
but  he  could  not  avoid  adverting  to  the 
statement  made  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Gloucester  (Mr.  Hope).  That  hon.  Mem- 
ber had  read  a  letter  from  the  Rev.  Mr. 
Tyrrell,  in  which  he  had  exculpated  Lord 
Beresford  from  the  charges  brought  against 
him  by  the  Rev.  Mr.  Maher  respecting  the 
ejectment  from  his  estates  in  Carlow  of 
many  of  his  Catholic  tenants,  on  the 
ground  of  their  being  Catholics.  Now,  he 
(Mr.  Wallace)  would  not  controvert  the 
statements  of  the  Rev.  Mr.  Tyrrell  by  any 
less  authority  than  that  on  which  they  had 
been  made, — namely,  his  own.  In  reply, 
therefore,  to  the  letter  of  the  Rev.  Mr. 
Tyrrell  of  18S5,  he  would  read  the  letter 
of  the  same  individual  at  a  subsequent 
period,  when  he  had  a  better  opportunity 
of  being  better  informed  on  the  subject  on 
which  he  wrote.  The  hon.  Member  read 
a  letter  from  the  Rev.  Thomas  Tyrrell  ad- 
dressed to  Mr.  N.  A.  Vigors,  dated  in  the 
present  year,  in  which  the  rev.  gentleman 
admitted,  that  he  had  been  wroug  in  sup- 
posing that  Lord  Beresford  had  not  ejected 
Catholic  tenants  from  his  estates.  The 
letter  went  on  to  state,  that  not  fewer 
than  twenty-three  families,  consisting  of 
ninety-one  individuals,  had  been  tumea  out 
of  their  houses,  and  many  of  them  driven 
to  the  roadside  as  their  only  shelter ;  that 
not  one  of  these  had  given  a  vote  against 
the  interest  of  the  noble  Lord,  but  that 
they  were  turned  out  on  the  ground  of 
their  being  Catholics^  and  that  the  places 
of  some  of  them  had  been  supplied  by  the 
introduction  of  Protestant  furailies  from 
other  counties.  No  answer  had  been  given 
lo  the  reasons  on  which  he  had  brought 
forward  this  motion.  It  was  true  he  had 
not  insisted  on  the  ballot  as  being  the  most 
effectual  cure  for  manv  of  the  evils  of 
w*hich  he  had  complained.  He  had  not  men. 


tioned  the  ballot,  because  he  thought  it 
would  only  embarrass  the  case,  but  he 
agreed  that  it  would  be  the  best  remedy. 
As  to  the  comparative  influence  of  the  land- 
lords and  the  priests,  he  was  at  issue  with 
hon.  Members  opposite.  He  should  be  able 
to  prove  that  the  influence  exercised  by  the 
latter  was  as  nothing  compared  with  the 
former. 

The   House  divided.— Ayes  62 ;  Noes 
123— Majority  71. 

List  of  the  Ay  EB, 

Aglionby,  II.  A.  O'Brien,  C. 

Atiwood,  T.  O'Brien,  W.  S. 

Baldwin,  D.  O'Connell,  J. 

Barnard,  E.  G.  O'Connell,  M.  J. 

Brady,  D.  C.  O'Connell,  M. 

Bridgeman,  H.  Oswald,  J. 

Bruen,  Col.  Palmer,  Gen. 

Bruen,  F.  l^ease,  J. 

Chapman,  Lowther  Philips,  Mark 

Collier,  J.  Power,  J. 

Crawford,  W.  S.  Roach,  I). 

DuQcombe,  T.  Roche,  \V. 

Dundas,  J.  Deans  Bundle,  J. 

Elphinstone,  H.  Kuthven,  £. 

Ewart,  W.  Scholefield,  J. 

Fielden,  J.  Seale,  Colonel 

Gillon,  W.  D.  Talbot,  J.  H. 

G rattan,  J.  Tancred,  U.  W. 

Hall,  B.  Thompson,  Colonel 

Hardy,  J.  Villiers,  C.  P. 

Hector,  C.  J.  Wakley,  T. 

Hope,  H.  T.  Walker,  C.  A. 

Horsman,  E.  Williams,  William 

Kemp,  T.  R.  Williams,  W. 

MullillS,  F.  W.  TELLERS. 

Musgrave,  Sir  R.  A.       Mr.  Wallace 
Nagle,  Sir  R.  Mr.  Hume. 

List  of  the 'SoES. 

Agnew,  Sir  A.  Curteis,  H.  B. 

Alston,  R.  Curteis,  E.  B. 
Arbuthoott,  hon.  H«       Denison,  J.  E. 

Astley,  Sir  J.  Dick,  Q. 

Bagot,  hon.  W.  Dillwyn,  L.  W. 

Bailey,  J.  Donkm,  Sir  R. 

Baring,  F.  T.  Eastnor,  Lord  Visct. 

Baring,  T.  Eeerton,  Sir  P. 

Bateson,  Sir  R.  Eiley,  Sir  J. 

Biddulph,  R.  Etwall,  R. 

Bish,  T.  Fergus,  J. 

Blackburne,  I.  Fergusson,  right  hon. 
Biamire,  W.  R.  C. 

Borlhwick,  P.  Forbes,  W. 

Bramston,  T.  W.  Forster,  C.  S. 

Burdon,  W.  W.  Gordon,  hon.  W. 

Chalmers,  P.  Goulbum^  rt.  hon.  II. 

Chisholm,  A.  W.  iiamUUm,  G.  II. 

Clerk,  Sir  G.  Uanioart  Sir  J. 

Codrington,  C  W.  Bsfdinget  ncht  hon. 
Cole,  Lord  Viscount  S3^  ^ 

ConoUy,  F.  M.  H"*'' 
Crawley,  S. 
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ferredy  it  would  be  more  advisable  Tor  them 
to  make  a  Report  relative  to  Edinburgh  im- 
mediately, than  to  defer  it  to  the  end  of  the 
Session.  He  had  expressed  that  opinion 
previously  to  them,  and  it  was  certainly 
his  intention  to  express  it  again ;  at  the 
same  time  he  was  not  inclined  to  send  any 
official  order,  any  peremptory  summons, 
requiring  them  to  make  ibis  Report.  He 
was  satisfied  that  they  had  conducted  the 
inquiry  with  great  care  and  impartiality, 
and  he  did  not  think  that  any  opinion  he 
could  form  as  to  the  time  when  their  Report 
might  be  made,  would  he  so  well-worthy 
of  attention  as  the  mature  decision  at 
which  they  would  themselves  arrive  in  the 
close  of  their  labours.  A  private  intima- 
tion appeared  to  him  to  be  the  best  course 
of  proceeding  he  could  adopt.  With  re- 
gard to  the  examinations  of  witnesses  by 
the  Commission,  hebelieved  they  had  been 
conducted  with  perfect  fairness,  and  its 
members  had  acted  together  with  a  most 
praiseworthy  spirit  of  harmony  and 
anxiety  for  the  public  interests.  The  noble 
Lord  concluded  by  saying,  that  he  should 
move  as  an  amendment,  that  there  be  laid 
before  the  House  a  copy  of  the  letter  from 
the  Secretary  of  the  Church  of  Scotland 
Endowment  Commission,  addressed  to  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department,  in  May,  1836. 

Mr.  Gillon  had  read  the  evidence  given 
before  the  Commission,  and  it  appeared  to 
him  that  the  Dissenters  were  not  precluded 
by  the  highness  of  their  seat-rents  from 
supplying  religious  instruction  to  the 
poorer  members  of  their  congregations.  He 
took  this  opportunity  of  protesting  in  be- 
half of  the  Dissenters  against  the  Report  of 
the  Commission,  as  the  Report  of  a 
one-sided  body.  He  very  much  regret- 
ted that  Government  had  been  induced  to 
appoint  that  Commission,  and  he  could  see 
no  good  that  was  likely  to  result  from  it. 
The  effect  of  it  would  be  to  increase  the 
religious  dissensions  which  unfortunately 
prevailed  to  such  an  extent  in  Scotland. 
If  the  Commission  recommended  an  en- 
dowment to  one  particular  sect  in  that 
country,  at  present  denominated  the  Es- 
tablished Church,  it  would  take  a  one- 
sided view  of  the  subject,  and  If  Govern- 
ment granted  a  sum  in  compliance  with 
that  recommendation,  the  measure  would 
be  productive  of  much  dissatisfacticn 
among  the  people  of  Scotland. 

Sir  Otorge  Clerk  said,  that  the  faon. 
Member  who  bad  just  sat  down  took  every 


opportunity  of  manifesting  his  hostility  to 
the  Church  of  Scotland,  and  therefore  it 
was,  that  he  protested  in  anticipation 
against  the  Report  of  the  Commissioners. 
He  (Sir  George  Clerk)  had  no  earthly  ob- 
jection to  the  hon.  Member  espoustng  the 
cause  of  the  Dissenters  with  as  much  zeal 
as  he  thought  necessary  ;  but  he  strongly 
objected  to  his  doing  so  at  the  expense  of 
the  character  and  feelings  of  others.  On 
a  late  occasion,  the  hon.  Member  had,  in 
a  manner,  and  in  language,  altogetherun- 
worthy  of  him,  taken  an  opportunity  of  re- 
viling and  vilifying  one  of  the  purest,  the 
most  learned  and  the  most  pious  bodies  of 
men  in  Europe — the  clergy  of  the  Church  of 
Scotland  in  Edinburgh.  With  respecttotbe 
question  before  the  House,  it  was  undeni- 
able that  there  was  a  want  of  churcb  accom- 
modation for  the  poor  in  Scotland.  It  was 
also  undeniable  that  the  understanding  was 
on  the  appointment  of  the  Commission, 
that  it  should  report  from  time  to  time, 
for  the  purpose  of  applying  the  remedy 
provided  for  by  the  grant  to  those  places 
which  more  immediately  were  in  need  of 
it.  He  admitted,  that  the  course  proposed 
by  his  right  hon.  Friend,  to  address  the 
Crown,  for  the  purpose  of  making  the 
Commissioners  report  was  an  unusual  one ; 
and  he  would  beg  to  suggest  one  which 
was  less  startling,  and  which  he  was  sure 
would  have  the  support  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Middlesex.  He  would  pro[K>se 
that  tlie  vote  of  10,000^.  included  in  the 
miscellaneous  estimates  to  t>e  brought  on 
next  Friday,  should  be  withheld  until  the 
Commissioners  had  shown  the  House  what 
they  had  done  to  deserve  it.  If  that  would 
not  be  more  efTectual  than  the  private  ad- 
monition of  the  noble  Lord  he  was  very 
much  mistaken. 

Mr.  Horsman  felt  himself  to  a  certain 
degree  implicated  by  the  motion  of  the 
right  hon.  Baronet— *as  he  had  the  honour 
to  be  one  of  the  Commissioners  whose 
conduct  was  under  discussion — and  as, 
before  he  was  a  Member  of  that  House,  he 
was  one  of  those  on  whom  both  individtt- 
ally  end  collectively  the  hon.  Bart  who 
spoke  last  (Sir  G.  Clerk)  had  made  his  per- 
sonal attacks — ^he  trusted  that  the  House 
would  excuse  his  intruding  on  them  for  a 
moment  to  explain  the  position  of  the  Com- 
mi<sioners»  of  whom  the  public  had  hither* 
to  heard  chiefly  through  their  opponents. 
And  first  he  mustssy,  as  one  of  those  Com* 
missioners,  that  he  felt  the  motioo  of  the 
right  bon.  Baronet  was  of  ao  iovidioM 
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nature.  On  whatwaa  U  Tounded?  Solely 
on  liU  own  uiuniptioD,  uosupporled  by 
any  evidence  or  argument  that  tliose  Com- 
missioners wished  to  avoid  their  duly — 
that  they  were  tardy  in  their  inquiries, 
and  backward  in  malting  iheir  Report. 
It  was  quite  consistent  that  the  right  hon. 
Baronet,  who  did  evervthing  lo  opfiose 
and  decry  tlie  CommiMion  in  the  first  in- 
stance, should  now  do  his  utmost  to  thwart 
and  misrepresent  its  labours.  But  it  was 
not  consistent  in  him,  who  at  that  time 
predicted  everything  that  was  bad  from  it, 
and  that  its  Report  would  be  worthless, 
that  he  should  now  show  such  an  anxiety 
for  its  appearance,  as  if  it  must  needs  be 
perfecL  One  thing  was  especially  grati- 
fying in  the  discussion  of  that  evening, 
that  the  right  hon.  Baronet  who  brought 
forward  this  motion,  now  did  full  jusiice 
to  the  character  of  the  Commissioners; 
but  ought  not  the  error  he  formerly  fell 
into  concerning  them  to  bave  made  him 
more  cautious  now  ?  He  bad  been  mis- 
taken once  about  their  characters — might 
he  not  be  equally  mistaken  again  about 
their  motives  ?  The  House,  however, 
would  judge  tot  itself  how  far  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  was  justified  on  the  very  in- 
sufficient grounds  that  he  had  shown  in 
requiring  it  to  adopt  a  course  of  conduct 
towards  these  Commissioners  lo  which  no 
Commissioners  had  ever  been  subjected 
before,  depriving  them  of  ihat  discretion 
with  which  ihey  were  necessarily  intended 
lo  be  invested,  and  calling  on  them  to 
moke  a  Report  before  they  were  prepared 
lo  do  it,  either  with  satisfaction  to  them- 
selves or  with  advantage  to  the  public. 
He  admitted,  that  there  was  an  anxiety 
for  this  Report,  and  that  it  was  deiirabie 
that  it  should  be  msde  as  soon  as  possible, 
but  he  was  prepared  to  show  that  no  un- 
necessary delay  had  taken  place.  It  was 
true  that  llie  Commission  was  appointed 
in  July,  as  the  hon.  Member  had  just 
slated,  but  the  question  was  not  as  to 
the  date  of  the  appointment,  but  the 
period  at  which  their  labours  could  be 
commenced.  Parliament  did  not  rise  till 
some  time  after  that,  which  was  one  cause 
of  delay,  and  (here  were  others  over 
which  those  Commissioners  had  no  con- 
trol. No  Member  of  this  House  who 
was  in  Scotland  at  that  time,  could  be 
igoorant  of  the  excitement  that  wa*  created 
on  the  appearance  of  this  Commission, 
W>d  the  difficult  and  delicate,  and  even 
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sioners  at  times  found  themselves  placed. 
And  this  he  must  say,  and  he  said  it  with 
no  feelings  of  acrimony  towards  him  now, 
chat  it  was  the  hon.  Baronet  to  whom  he 
was  replying  that  the  Commissioners  had 
to  thank  for  the  reception  they  had  met 
tb  ;  for,  no  sooner  bad  the  names  of  the 
Commissioners  been  gazetted  than  the 
hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  rose  in  his 
place  in  that  House,  and,  assuming  to 
himself  an  intimate  acquaintance  with 
their  characters  and  qualifications,  put 
forth  a  statement  to  the  public  which  was 
most  unfair,  most  unjust,  and  most  un> 
rounded.  He  knew  not  how  far  the  con- 
duct of  the  clergy  was  to  be  attributed  to 
the  misrepresentations  of  the  hon.  Baronet; 
but  this  he  knew,  that  they  generally 
adopted  his  tone,  and  even  his  arguments 
and  his  facts.  The  General  Assembly  of 
the  Church  was  especially  convoked  on 
the  occasion,  and  they  proceeded  to  re- 
cord their  opinion  by  a  strong  and  delibe- 
rate resolution  that  the  Commission,  so 
constituted,  could  not  be  interested  in  the 
welfare  of  the  Church,  nor  entitled  to  her 
confidence;  and  the  temper  of  ^he  dis- 
cussion was  such  as  lo  show  that  the  As- 
sembly neither  recognised  the  legality, 
nor  were  ptepared  to  aid  in  the  labours  of 
the  Commission.  Other  similar  meetings 
were  held  where  similar  opinions  were  ex- 
pressed, and  it  was  not  until  the  end  of 
September,  that  at  another  especial  meet- 
ing of  the  General  Assembly,  Dr. Chalmers, 
for  the  first  time,  proposed  that  the  hos- 
tiliiy  to  the  Commissioners  should  cease, 
and  assistance  be  afforded  to  their  in- 
quiries. But  even  then  considerable 
delays  necessarily  elapsed  before  the  Com- 
missioners could  get  answers  to  their 
circulars,  as  many  of  the  clergy  were  still 
doubtful  as  to  ihe  course  the  body  might 
ultimately  adopt,  and  waited  for  instruc- 
tions from  their  respective  Presbyteries. 
Such  was  the  situation  in  which  the 
Commissioners  found  themselves  at  the 
end  of  last  year.  He  did  not  state  it  of 
the  clergy  as  a  matter  of  complaint :  on 
the  contrary,  he  was  satisfied  that  ihey 
acted  fiom  the  best  and  purest  motives. 
He  believed  that  they  had  been  misled  by 
the  discussions  in  that  House,  and  that 
they  were  really  alarmed  by  the  mis- 
representations of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Mid-Lothian,  and  that  they  were  actuated 
in  their  opposition  solely  by  a  vigijnnt 
reeard  to  the  interests  of  the  religion  they 
'ever,  Its 
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ad  had  any  doubt  on  this  nil^ecl,  il 
would  hare  been  removed  by  the  coone 
tbe  church  had  subsequently  pursued*  lor 
no  sooner  had  the  clergy  expressed  Uieir 
intention  of  co-operating  with  the  Cora- 
missioners  than  they  came  forward  to  as- 
sist them»  and  have  continued  to  assist 
them,  heartily,  zealously,  and  efficiently. 
So,  also,  had  the  Dissenters  done,  notwith. 
standing  what  had  been  said  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Falkirk,  and  to  both  parties 
the  Commissioners  were  indebted  for  the 
aid  they  had  received,  and  in  consequence 
of  whidi  the  Commissioners  had  been  able 
to  pursue  their  inquiries  more  rapidly  than 

they  could  otherwise  have  done.  They 
had  examined  in  the  Presbytery  of  Edin- 
burgh alone,  liefoce  he  left  them,  more 

than  300   witnesses,    principally  clergy, 

and  taken  evidence  there  to  the  extent  of 

5,000  folio  pages,  and  they  KkI  the  sati»> 

^tion  of  knowing  that  while  doicsp  so 

they  continued  to  maintain  the  goodw^ 

of  both  parties.     He  be^^ed  to  assure  the  1  when  the  C 

boa.  Member   for  Fdliurk,  th^t  be  had    period  when  the  C 

himself  heard  them  thanked  bv  the  Dis-  I      Dr, 

sen  ting  CWrvy,  for  the  mxncer  in  which, .  Coccsissi' 

they  ccaJucud  their  proceeiliogs,  and  he  I  to  the   House   «f   C4 

beg^^red  to  refer  the  n^ht  ho«.  Baronet 

who  bad  brtru^hc  iR^rward  tbe  moticn,  to 

th«  newspaj^er  wh  ch  was  cccj^dcred  partt- 

cnlirly   to  represent  the  le^IL::^  of  the 

interest  of  the  Estibl'^^ecL.  a£d  which  !  Cofum^sacoefs 

at  ooe  tu3e«  was  nust  vir^I^ci  in  its  ccoo-  |  u 
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brought  fonrad  this  motiiwi,  The  Onb- 
misaioneia  did  not  fisel  tliuft  the  qucHion 
of  an  EftUblishment  or  bo  EutabUnNBt 
raised  by  the  hon.  Mei^ber  lor  Faflork, 
was  within  the  scope  of  thirir  inquiriet. 
They  knew  that  such  was  oot  iutewlcd  bj 
the  House  or  the  GovemuneBt  at  the  tiaie 
of  their  appointment;  and,  tfaetcfoe,  whm 
they  ucoepCed  their  offiee»  tkej  coeiDciftd 
thai  by  that  very  uc riyluiM  e  they  gate  a 
pledge  that  they  would  suictly  limit  tbdr 
duties  to  the  subject  thai  wua  iutcuded  to 
be  remitted  to  thcui.  It  was  their  task 
to  make  a 
ticnl  Report, 

required  that  that  ianuiij  ahpiidbe 
ducted  as  iaduatriously,   aad  tkat  Report 
drawn  up  and  picaeaaBd  te  tWe  House  as 

a   aacB  was  tte 
wish  and  iutentxm  of  the 

Lord    Joiat 
stated,  that  the 


silion  to  the  Cc 


C«:;crch  cf  Soxioad 

Mr./xwi 
Minster  ha«i«  trcu 

to 
hoped 


bat  wxch  .  acw»  oa  an 


aow  adaiitted   that  their  xsf\'^ 

ca  **  w«i!i  laimess  and  ispArtality, ;  cia4e  GJaser^v  as  well 
small  abcLn-.*      Sach  was  lie    xs 


a:2d 

positica  of  the  Ccc-'riss;cQers  nc^ 
havir-^  got  over  the  Urst  aad  most  deLcaae 
put  of  their  d:i:T«  a::d  wh.we  rh^  w«r 
cccdiciinc  thieir  nciJrufS  with  actmrr. 
asd  sdisCTT^  XT  i  s^coea— «a:h  w:k  the  1 


(?cie3t  si^ected  by  the  r^t  hco^  Ri'^raet  | 

r  br^;i'ir^r  5ir»-A'i  a  3!«:ci:*i  w*i  -ch  asT  . 


fx  br^;i'ir^  5ir»-A'i  a  3!«:ci:*i  w*i  -ch  aay  \      Cc3P5TAiri.i 
seaSvCit;  :xrscc  1  5c»:c'i.i-i  w.^  itl  l.tn  s  ,  cc*i3£  Jfjrvm: 
U30iIVfti  ^x  JLtd    'I  V  -rn:«J^  \Tfi  wh  ca  h^    x  Mm   a  11s  » 

f;r;*y  wtr'^-i^^fOiTti'i-     Hi.  >icr-'-i.  ^  ^s-  .  "uiac  "a.3f  iinr  ic  cia  aaric  .  *  ^i 
**»r;  Li«j  H:4:5e  t.:j:  *:«£r*  vi*  z-:   r  -^:s-    tv^it*  i'-rrc*.         ~Craa  «r  "^ 
t.co  :o  r^-*  7*1  *t  ct  ue  Cr'T-assundrs  ii     *  sr  uwrs  "~      ~ 
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either  the  propriety  or  the  necessity  of 
reducing  the  number  of  appointments 
originally  contemplated  in  the  Bill.  The 
Oovemment,  not  mtending  to  fill  it  np  to 
its  extreme  limits,  had  proposed  a  scale 
of  appointments,  which  they  conceived 
would  enable  them  to  secure  the  efficiency 
of  the  police,  being  well  aware  that  the 
more  complete  the  constabulary  force  was 
rendered,  the  more  easy  and  the  more 
speedy  would  be  the  reduction  of  the 
military  force  now  employed  in  Ireland. 
The  House  of  Lords,  not  having  the 
same  reliance  which  that  House  had  in 
the  abstinence  of  His  Majesty's  Ministers, 
had  made  considerable  reductions  in  the 
number  of  appointments  fixed  by  the 
Bill.  The  Government  must,  therefore, 
make  the  best  use  they  could  of  the 
powers  which  were  still  left  to  it.  Any 
man  who  had  ever  had  the  slightest  expe- 
rience in  the  office  which  he  had  then 
the  honour  to  fill,  must  know  full  well 
that  the  reduction  of  patronage  effected 
by  the  amendments  of  their  Lordships 
was  not  a  point  of  which  he  (Lord  Mor- 
peth) had  any  reason  to  complain.  He 
should  have  some  amendments  to  pro- 
pose, in  consequence  of  the  alterations 
which  their  Lordships  had  been  pleased 
to  introduce  into  this  measure.  They  had 
considerably  diminished  the  number  of 
paymasters,  and,  by  thus  placing  them 
over  larger  districts,  had  greatly  increased, 
if  they  had  not  doubled,  the  duties  which 
it  was  originally  intended  that  they  should 
perform.  In  consequence  of  this  increase 
in  their  duties,  it  was  only  right  that  their 
pay  should  be  proportionally  increased. 
That  increase  in  their  pav  could  not  be 
proposed  in  the  House  of  Lords,  and  he 
should,  therefore,  introduce  a  short  Bill 
in  a  day  or  two,  authorizing  that  increase 
to  be  made.  The  only  alteration  which 
be  proposed  to  make  in  the  Bill  was 
rendered  necessary  by  the  amendments 
which  their  Lordships  had  made  in  clause 
11,  in  which  they  laid  down  the  num- 
ber of  constables  and  sub-constables  to  be 
employed  in  the  different  baronies  of  Ire- 
land. By  those  amendments,  in  one  of 
the  counties  that  was  now  much  dis- 
turbed, (Tipperary)  the  Government, 
which  had  now  560  constables  therein, 
would  only  be  entitled  to  have  176  in 
future.  In  the  county  of  Galway,  where 
the  Government  had  now  762  constables, 
it  wouM  only  be  entitled  to  have  272  in 

jfrtimt     Ia  9Pne  places^  bowevery  the 


contrary  effect  would  be  produced.  In 
the  town  of  Galway  the  amendments 
of  the  Lords  would  entitle  the  Govern- 
ment to  have  100  constables,  where  it 
was  now  only  entitled  to  have  twenty.  Pre- 
cisely the  same  thing  would  occur  in  the 
city  of  Kilkenny;  whilst  in  the  town  of 
Carrickfergus  the  amendments  would 
enable  the  Government  to  have  100  con- 
stables, where  it  was  now  only  entitled 
to  have  five.  In  point  of  fact,  the  provi- 
sions of  this  clause,  if  acted  on,  would  be 
inapplicable  to  the  present  state  of  Ire- 
land, and  disasterous  to  the  public  peace 
of  that  country.  Another  clause  intro- 
duced by  their  Lordships,  rendered  it  ne- 
cessary for  the  Lord-Lieutenant  to  keep 
the  constabulary  force  up  to  its  present 
amount :  but  did  not  provide,  that  when 
a  member  of  the  present  force  died,  the 
Lord-Lieutenant  should  be  at  liberty  to 
supply  his  place,  bv  appointing  a  successor. 
He  believed  that  the  object  of  their  Lord- 
ships in  that  clause  was  simply  to  keep 
the  constabulary  force  up  to  its  present 
amount,  and  that  there  was  no  intention 
on  their  part  to  curtail  the  Lord- Lieu- 
tenant's power  in  this  respect.  He  should 
propose  a  proviso,  in  addition  to  that 
clause — a  proviso  which  he  had  taken 
pains  to  ascertain  would  not  meet  with  any 
opposition  elsewhere.  That  proviso  would 
enact  that,  where  the  constabulary  force 
was  required  to  be  increased,  owing 
either  to  the  district  being  proclaimed,  or 
a  requisition  being  received  from  the 
magistracy,  the  Lord-Lieutenant  should 
have  power  to  make  the  necessary  ap- 
pointments. He  would  not  detain  the 
House  longer  than  to  move  that  these 
amendments  be  agreed  to. 

Colonel  Perceval  hoped,  that  the  noble 
Lord  would  have  no  objection  to  include 
the  society  of  **  Friendly  Brothers,** 
which  was  not  an  exclusive  or  political 
society,  in  the  exemption  from  the  opera- 
tion of  this  Bill,  which  was  given  to  the 
Freemasons  in  the  16th  clause  of  it. 

Viscount  Morpeth  was  not  sufficiently 
acquainted  with  the  nature  of  the  society 
of  *'  Friendly  Brothers"  to  be  able  to  give 
his  assent  to  the  introduction  of  such 
an  exemption  into  the  Bill. 

Mr.  Sergeant  Jackson  said,  that  unless 
the  noble  Lord  would  give  the  same  ex- 
emption to  the  "  Frieudly  Brothers*' 
which  the  16th  clause  gave  to  the 
Freemasons,  he  should  move  the  adjourn- 
ment of  this  debate  till  to-mgrrow.    Hg 
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ihould  do  so  in  order  to  give  tbe  noble 
Lord  time  to  obtain  that  infor  ati  n  re- 
Bpecting:  the  '*  Friendly  Brothers"  whicli 
be  Admitted  he  did  not  possess. 

Mr.  Frederick  French  trusted,  that  the 
noble  Lord  would  not  afford  the  Friendly 
Brothers  the  exemption  which  was  now 
claimed  for  them.  He  had  always  under- 
stood in  Ireland  that  they  were  a  political 
society. 

Colonel  Perceval  said,  that  he  was  a 
Friendly  Brother  as  well  as  a  Freemason, 
and  assured  the  House  that  the  one  Asso- 
ciation was  not  a  whit  more  political  than 
the  other.  The  Friendly  Brothers  was 
nothing  more  than  a  social  club. 

Mr.  Sergeant  O^Loghlen  had  always 
understood  the  Friendly  Brothers  to  be  a 
species  of  mitigated  Orangemen.  If  they 
were  exempted,  the  House  would  also 
have  applications  to  exempt  the  Riband- 
Men  and  the  Eccentrics,  on  the  ground 
that  they  loo  were  mere  sociable  clubs. 

Mr.  William  Smith  O'Bntn  corro- 
borated the  statement  that,  the  Friendly 
Brothers  was  considered  in  Ireland  a  spe- 
cies of  mitig;Ued  Orange  Club. 

Mr.  Servant  Jackson  said,  that  if  the 
noble  Lord  persisted  in  re:^siing  the 
suggestion  of  his  hon.  and  galUnt  Friend, 
he  ^lould  certiinly  move  that  the  House 
be  counted. 

Viscount  Morp€th  hoped  thai  the  hon. 
aud  Warned  Scig«ant  «ouUi  not  per^  in 
thai  Resolution,  for  if  he  did,  the  Royal 
»«$icnl  could  not  be  given  to  ll<e  BUi 
before  ihe  lecess  ai>d  il  was  ioaportant 
lo  Ute  |wblic  senk>e  that  tl  shouM  be 
l^assed  wiih  as  huk  <kUy  as  p<waiUe> 

Ijoni  Cv>k  afeov^  Uuii   Uk  Uo«ae  be 

Ho«spe  co«aie>l  «>at. 


Corporations  therein."  In  rising  to  move 
this  third  reading,  it  certainly  wiU  be  ne- 
oeisary  for  me  to  occupy  but  a  Yery  short 
portion  of  yonr  Lordships'  attention,  and  I 
shall  be  glad  if  my  comparative  breyity  upon 
this  occasion  shall  in  some  degree  mitigate 
the  inconvenience  to  which  I  am  sensible  I 
may  have  put  some  of  your  Lordships,  by 
requiring  as  a  favour  your  attendance  here 
on  this  usually  vacant  evening.  That  tbe 
subject  to  which  I  am  about  to  direct  atten- 
tion is  one  of  paramount  importance  i  am 
but  too  well  aware ;  but,  nevertheless,  it 
certainly  would  be  unpardonable  in  me 
were  I  to  occupy  any  considerable  portion 
of  your  Lordships'  time,  when  I  feel  it 
impossible  to  ask  you  to  give  a  third  nsL 
ing  to  this  Bill  on  any  other  argument  than 
the  one  I  shall  presently  have  to  state. 
The  position  in  which  your  L^nrdafaipi  stand 
in  oonnectian  with  this  measure  is  am^j 
this:— The  Commons'  House  of  ParijameBt 
having  sent  up  to  us  a  Bill,  the  object  of 
which  was  the  aohsdtution  for  adf-^ected 
and  tnrespoiisihle  Corpotalians  in  IrelW, 
Corporadoiis  that  should  be  lesponsiUef 
and  siMNild  be  laiiiy  ekded  by  the  people 
of  that  ooontiv,  it  has  accnaed  fit  to  the 
majority  of  your  Lonfaib^  aaalerially  to 
alter  thai  a^auue,  and  caidully  to  Isie 
out  of  tbe  Bill  all  thosepoctiooaof  it  wbkb 
gave  life  and  cadsaeaee  to  aew  Caq— atiwii. 
while  yoa  have  been  pfeaied  to  lelaia  sH 
thai  dtsdngvisbed  life  in  all  <  ■Saiitf  Gv- 


of  the  Bill  as  it 

Toor  Lardi£dp6»is»ihat 

is  Ivr  enR-  aacihilAXed  in  liciaBi. 

the  titie  of  tbe  Bu>-£v  tbe 
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be,  imsasd  of  heiag  -  A  ^H  fer  ^  ««^ 
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existing  corporate  bodies  of  that  oountry. 
This,  mj  Lords,  it  is  needless  for  me  to 
assure  you,  was  far  from  the  view  of  those 
who  introduced  this  Bill  in  the  other  House 
of  Parliament — it  was  far  from  the  view  of 
the  majority  of  that  other  House  of  Parlia- 
ment who  adopted  this  Bill  on  its  being  so 
introduced  to  them.  They  contemplated 
no  such  unheard-of  concentration  of  powers 
in  the  hands  of  any  single  man.  They  did, 
undoubtedly,  contemplate  that  measure  to 
which  your  Lordships  have  been  pleased  to 
assent — and  the  fbll  value  of  that  assent  1 
undoubtedly  feelt — they  did,  certainly,  pro- 
pose to  extinguish  all  that  was  proved  to  be 
corrupt  and  mischievous,  and  all  that  was 
liable  to  become  corrupt  and  mischievous, 
in  the  existing  Corporations  of  Ireland,  but 
they  did  not  propose  by  their  measure  to 
pass  sentence  upon  the  character  and  insti- 
tutions of  that  country,  and  to  record  its 
people  as  unfit  and  incapable  of  sustaining 
anything  like  those  functions  which  for 
centuries  have  been  exercised,  fairly  exer- 
cised, by  their  fellow-subjects  in  the  Cor- 
porations, great  and  small,  of  Great  Britain 
and  Scotland.  I  have  said,  that  I  feel  the 
full  value  of  the  assent  given  by  your 
Lordships  to  the  first  principle  of  this  Bill. 
I  mean  that  which  relates  to  the  extinction 
of  all  the  existing  Corporations  in  Ireland 
in  their  objectionable  and  exclusive  form. 
I  feel,  that  in  so  doing  your  Lordships  have 
given  the  strongest  Parliamentary  sanction 
on  the  part  of  this  House  that  you  could 
give  to  the  wisdom  of  that  poUcy  which 
instituted  an  inquiry  exhibiting  the  defec- 
tive and  corrupt  state  of  those  institutions. 
I  feel  you  have  recorded  your  approbation 
of  that  policy,  and,  therefore,  I  conceive  a 
great  object  to  be  attained  even  by  the  Bill 
as  it  stands  in  its  present  state.  But,  great 
as  I  think  that  object  is,  I  do  also  think 
that  object  great  which  you  have  declined 
assisting  the  other  House  of  Parliament  in 
attaining.  1  allude  to  the  construction  of 
a  more  wholesome  corporate  system  than 
that  destroyed,  by  the  infusion  of  a  due 
proportion  of  popular  control,  and  by  an 
amendment  in  the  forms  of  election.  In 
the  attainment  of  that  object  your  Lord- 
ships have  refnsed  co-operating,  and  I, 
therefore,  think  it  is  but  right  and  fitting 
that  the  other  House  of  Paniement  should 
be  apprised  of  the  way  in  which  your  Lord- 
ships have  dealt  with  their  pleasure ;  and 
apprised  of  the  reasons  and  motives  which 
guided  your  Lordships  in  your  decision  re« 
specting  this  measure,  I  fear,  that  neither 
m  other .  Houie  of  Parliameol  nor  the 


public,  are  ever  likely  to  be  satisfied  with 
that  statement ;  and  I  am  sure  it  would 
not  be  for  me  to  undertake  the  difficult 
task  of  explaining  them  ;  and  as  the  only 
course  by  which  they  can  be  duly  made 
acquainted  with  the  state  of  events  on  this 
great  question  of  legislation,  no  noble  Lord 
having  moved  for  a  conference  with  the 
other  House  of  Parliament,  will  be  to  put 
them  regularly  in  possession  of  the  Bill  in 
its  amended — I  should  say  in  its  altered — 
form,  I  have  come  forward  for  the  purpose 
of  requesting  your  Lordships  to  pass  the 
Bill  through  its  remaining  stages.  My 
Lords,  I  desire  it  may  be  distinctly  under- 
stood that  it  is  on  these  grounds  alone  I  beg 
of  you  to  give  the  Bill  a  third  reading. 
I  thought  it  my  duty  the  other  evening  to 
tender  to  those  who  made  this  Bill  their 
own  the  opportunity  of  putting  it  through 
its  latter  stages,  but,  as  your  Lordships  are 
aware,  that  offer  those  to  whom  I  allude 
thought  proper  to  decline.  I  make  use, 
my  Lords,  of  the  words  "  made  this  Bill 
their  own,"  because,  according  to  a  me- 
morandum which  1  have  now  before  me, 
I  find  that  the  state  of  the  Bill,  as  it 
passed  the  other  House,  is  entirely  different 
from  what  it  is  at  present.  The  preamble 
has  been  amended,  sixty-six  of  the  clauses 
have  heen  altered  so  as  scarcely  to  be 
recognised,  of  new  clauses  twenty-seven 
have  been  added,  and  of  the  clauses  sent  up 
by  the  other  House  of  Parliament  only 
eight  have  been  preserved.  I  think  there- 
fore I  am  justified  in  stating  that  the  noble 
and  learned  Lord,  and  those  who  acted  with 
him,  have  made  this  Bill  their  own ;  and 
further,  that  I  was  justified  in  proposing  to 
the  noble  and  learned  Lord  to  conduct  to 
its  termination  the  Bill  which  he  had  so 
made  his  own.  But,  when  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  declined  the  task,  I  undoubt- 
edly felt  it  to  be  my  duty  to  ofier  to  your 
Lordships  to  conduct  this  Bill  to  the  final 
stage,  by  which  would  be  insured  its  reffu- 
lar  transmission  to  the  other  House  of  Par- 
liament. If  on  this  occasion  I  could  have 
hoped  to  alter  your  Lordships'  determina- 
tion, I  should  undoubtedly  have  thought  it 
my  duty  once  more  to  ask  your  Lordships, 
as  a  question  of  policy  and  as  a  question  of 
wisdom,  to  consider  whether  it  became  the 
House — the  depository  of  many  of  the  most 
valuable  privileges  that  are  maintained  by 
law  in  this  country,  and  the  guardian  by 
profession  of  many  other  privileges^  which« 
although  not  attached  to  it,  are  protected 
and  supported  by  its  eaustenoe — I  say,  my 

Lcndfi  I  fbouU  bAV«  f^otur^d  to  suggeit 
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the  policy  of  re-considerhig  whether  it  is 
wise  and  prudent  in  tkat  House  which  is 
the  fint  privileged  body  in  the  country,  to 
make  itself  the  instrument  of  stripping  all 
the  corporate  bodi^  in  Ireland  of  their  pri- 
vileges, and  to  use  the  prerogative  vested  in 
it  by  the  laws  in  infringing^  the  liberties 
and  rights  of  the  people.  This  course  I 
certainly  should  have  ventured  once  more 
to  suggest  to  your  Lordships' consideration, 
if  I  could  have  hoped  to  shake  the  deter- 
mination you  have  come  to ;  but  entertain- 
ing the  feeling  that  such  a  hope  is  now  alto- 
gether futile,  it  is  not  ray  intention  to-night 
to  give  your  Lordships  the  trouble  of  a 
debate,  fot  the  purpose  of  restoring  the  Bill 
to  its  former  state.  I  shall,  for  the  reasons 
I  have  given,  now  move  that  the  Bill  be 
read  a  third  time,  but  I  do  so  with  a  de- 
cided protest  against  the  supposition  that 
such  a  motion  involves,  on  my  part,  any 
approval  of  its  contents  ;  or  at  least  of  that 
portion  of  its  contents  which  eifects  the 
perpetual  destruction  of  all  corporate  bodies 
m  what  once  was  the  sister  kingdom  of 
England.  Having  made  that  protest  in  a 
manner  which  I  think  will  be  understood  in 
this  House  and  in  the  country,  I  can  have 
no  hesitation,  on  the  grounds  I  have  stated, 
and  on  those  grounds  alone,  in  asking  your 
Lordships  at  once  to  give  to  this  Bill  a 
third  reading. 

The  Marquee  of  Clanricarde  objected 
to  this  measure,  as  injurious  to  the  people 
of  Ireland,  and  insulting  to  the  other  House 
of  Parliament.  He  considered  it  as  a  BUI 
of  the  most  mischievous  description,  and  he 
for  one  would  never  agree  to  it.  When 
he  considered  the  speeches  and  ailments 
that  had  been  addr^sed  to  thek  Lordships 
in  proposing  the  alterations  in  difierent 
dauses,  he  felt  that  it  would  have  been 
infinitely  less  injurious  and  less  dangerous 
if  it  had  been  simply  presented  to  the 
people  of  Ireland  as  it  stood,  in  its  altered 
state,  unaccompanied  by  such  comments. 
After  the  decision  of  last  year,  with  re- 
ferenoe  to  the  corporations  of  England  and 
Soothnd,  it  would  be  felt  by  the  people  of 
Ireland  Uiat  th^  were  not  deemed  capable 
of  advantaceoasly  receiving  the  same  mea- 
sore  of  Tcfarm.  What  had  been  said  Ij 
bis  ncMe  Friend  (Lord  Fitxgerdd,  we 
belieTe),  and  by  the  noble  Eari  (Hadding- 
ton) on  the  floor,  whose  character  and  cx- 
peiienoe  gave  weight  to  ererything  that 
1^  fitm  them,  aggravated  the  insult  that 
hud  been  ofl&red  to  the  people  of  Ireland. 
The  noble  Eari  had  said,  in  answer,  te 
tdivvd,  to  sone  dMenatioos  whidi  be  kid 


made  with  reference  to  the  propositioD  of 
the  noble  Duke  (Richmond)  on  tbe  c:ros 
benches,  that  corporations  should  be  allow, 
ed  to  some  of  the  great  towns — ^the  noble 
Earl  had  observed  that  the  large   towns 
were  precisely  those  which  he  was  most 
afraid  of,  because  the  people  were  apt  to 
congregate  for  the  purpose  of  discussion.— > 
[The  Earl  of  Haadington:  I  made  use  of 
no  such  expression.]     Why,  the  noble  Earl 
said,  that,  above  all  other  places,  he  dreaded 
Dublin  !  He  expressly  mentioned  Dublin. 
And  what  was  the  reason  ?     Because  there 
the  people  were  in  the  habit  of  meeting. 
Tbe  noble  Earl  said,  he  was  not  afraid  of 
the  small  towns,  but  he  was  of  the  large 
ones,  and  the  reason  was,  because  in  the 
latter  the  people  came  into  play.     Coald 
this  be  doubted  ?     Again,  what  must  the 
feelings  of  the  people  of  Ireland  be,  when 
the  noble  and  learned  Lord  opposite  called 
them  alien   to  £nglishmen----alien  to  the 
habits  of  Englishmen — alien  to  the  religion 
of  Englishmen — ^anxious  to  disunite  them- 
selves from    this  country,    and    to  expel 
Englishmen   from   their  soil  ?      Was   not 
that  an  attack  that  ought  not  to  be  made 
on  them  as  British  subjects  ?     The  noble 
and  learned  Lord  spoke  of  the  necessity  of 
encouraging  loyalty,  and  of  keeping  up  the 
connexion  with  Great  Britain  ;  and  at  the 
same  time  he  asserted,  that  the  people  of 
Ireland  were  indined  to  throw  aside  the 
British  connexion.     Now,  he  did  not  think 
that  there  was  any  great  d^^ee  of  pc^tical 
sagacity  manifested  in  propounding  such  a 
proportion.     But  let  their  Lordships  look 
at  the  Bill  oh  the  table.     Was  it  calculated 
to  strengthen  and  extend  the  prindple  of 
loyalty  ?     No  person  had  a  higher  reelect 
than  he  had  for  loyalty.     It  was  a  noble 
sentiment ;  and  in  this  country,  be  thanked 
God,  it  was  a  patriotic  sentiment.     It  was 
a  glorious  sentiment;  because  a  reasonable 
one,  among  freemen.     Bot,  when  fineedom 
did  not  exist,  it  might  draenerate  into  ser. 
▼ilityand  sycophancy.     Tbe  Uman,  asbe 
understood  it,  between  tbe  two  eountiics, 
wbidi  they  were  aO  so  anxious  to 
was  founded  on  a  large,  and 
and  wide,  and  politic  bvis.    It 
on  a  oommunitT  o(  inteiests,  on  an 
fication  of  feelings.     If  it  w«re  not  so^  then 
it  was  no  union,"  but  a  cheat  wi^  respect 
to  one  party,  a  dissrnKe  with  idetenee  to 
the  other,  and  nethinc  better  Aan  a  mif- 
chieftoboth.     Then  be  would  say,  tbttt  if 
they  did  not  grant  simibr  imtiliitMUl  to 
tbe  pei-^e  c€  tbe  two  eonatnes^  and  tker 
weit  rOttsed  by  this  BUI,  tbcj  ai^  caU 
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tbe  Union  a  union  of  subjugation — they 
might  call  it  a  union  of  conquest — they 
xnieht  call  it  a  union  of  injustice^  hut  it 
coiud  not  be  fairly  viewed  as  a  legislative 
bond  of  Union.  This,  therefore,  he  con- 
tended, was  a  roost  dangerous  Bill  to  send 
to  the  people  of  Ireland.  He  believed, 
however,  that  the  Bill  would  never  pass 
into  a  law ;  and,  when  he  said  so,  he 
was  sure  he  spoke  the  sentiments 
of  the  British  people,  who  never  would 
suffer  such  wrong  to  be  done  to  Ireland. 
And  what,  he  asked,  would  the  other 
House  of  Parliament  say  to  their  Lordships' 
proceedings?  They  surely  could  not  re- 
ceive such  a  measure.  It  was  most  unjust 
to  treat  Ireland  in  this  manner,  because  he 
would  contend  that  the  Irish  people  had 
shown  themselves  fit  to  appreciate  free 
institutions  as  they  ought  to  be  appreciated. 
They  had  shown  a  willingness  to  identify 
themselves  with  the  feelings  as  well  as  the 
institutions  of  the  British  people.  There 
was  an  identity  of  interests  between  the 
two  countries,  and  it  was  not  because  a 
portion  of  the  Irish  people  were  obnoxious 
to  the  party  of  the  noble  Lord  opposite 
that  a  slur  should  be  thrown  upon  them, 
and  that  they  should  be  subjected  to  a 
degradation  which,  under  other  circum- 
stances, they  dared  not  offer.  These  facts, 
they  might  depend  upon  it,  were  well  mark- 
ed and  noted  out  of  doors.  If  noble  Lords 
opposite  did  not  take  another  course — if 
they  did  not  do  the  same  justice  to  Ireland 
that  had  been  done  to  England  and  Scot- 
land, they  would  strike  a  severe  blow  at 
the  Union.  That  blow,  however,  would 
be  vain ;  it  would  pass  away  harmlessly, 
because  he  was  convinced  that  the  good 
feeling  of  the  British  people  would  atone 
for  the  error,  and  would  render  that  Union 
firm  and  lasting.  Because  there  were  riots 
at  parliamentary  elections  in  Ireland,  they 
were  called  upon  not  to  give  to  that  coun. 
try  popular  municipal  institutions.  But 
the  advantages  that  flowed  from  a  free  and 
libera]  system  greatly  outweighed  the 
minor  inconveniences  that  attended  it.  If 
they  refused  to  Ireland  that  which  had 
been  granted  to  England  and  Scotland,  he 
thought  they  went  somewhat  nigh  to  teach 
the  people  of  Ireland  that  their  obedience 
to  an  united  legislature  was  not  beneficial 
to  them,  and  the  consequences  of  raising 
such  a  feeling  might  be  most  dangerous. 
He,  however,  placed  his  confidence  in  the 
House  of  Commons,  and  was  impressed 
with  the  belief  that  this  Bill  would  never 
pass  into  a  law. 


The  Earl  ot  Haddington  said,  that  if  he 
had  not  been  personally  alluded  to  by  the 
noble  Marquess,  he  should  not  have 
deviated  from  his  original  intention  of 
remaining  silent.  If  any  stranger  came 
within  those  walls  in  the  course  of  the 
speech  of  the  noble  Marquess,  (and  the 
same  remark  would  apply  to  many  other 
speeches  which  had  been  delivered  by 
noble  Lords  on  this  subject,)  he  would  be 
led  to  suppose  that  their  Lordships  were 
going  to  deprive  the  people  of  Ireland  of 
Iong.enjoyed  and  much-valued  privileges. 
Instead  of  which,  the  plain  fact  was,  that 
they  had  merely  sanctioned  the  abolition 
of  Corporations,  to  which  measure,  so  far 
as  they  knew,  the  feelings  and  wishes  of 
the  people  of  Ireland  were  favourable* 
Those  Corporations  had  long  been  com- 
plained of  as  a  nuisance  that  ought  to  be 
abated.  They  had,  it  was  admitted,  been 
for  a  long  period  the  engines  of  persecu- 
tion, and  the  great  means  of  carrying  on 
an  exclusive  system  throughout  that 
country.  What  their  Lordships  refused 
to  do  was,  to  recreate  on  the  ruins  of  that 
system  so  abolished,  another  system,  still 
more  exclusive.  It  was  not  for  him  to  go 
into  the  details  of  the  subject.  He  could 
not  do  so  without  restatingarguments  which 
had  been  reiterated  over  and  over  again. 
He  should  therefore  mainly  adhere  to  the 
purpose  for  which  he  rose,  to  point  out  and 
correct  the  very  great  misrepresentations 
which  the  noble  Marquess  had  made  with 
respect  to  what  fell  from  him  on  a  former 
evening.  The  noble  Marquess  had  cer- 
tainly most  completely  misrepresented  the 
whole  scope  and  tenor  of  what  fell  from 
him  on  that  occasion.  The  noble  Mar- 
quess had  represented  him  as  offering 
insult  to  the  people  of  Ireland — as  stating 
that  he  was  unwilling  to  see  the  amend- 
ment which  involved  the  existence  of  the 
great  Corporations  of  Ireland  carried  into 
effect,  because  he  distrusted  the  people  of 
Ireland;  at  the  same  time,  that  he  was 
willing  to  see  such  a  principle  carried  into 
effect,  where  towns  were  small,  and  had 
but  few  inhabitants.  Now  that  was  not 
what  he  said.  [The  Marquess  of  Clanri' 
carde  :  I  must  deny  the  correctness  of  the 
noble  Lord's  remark.]  1  understood  the 
noble  Marquess  to  say  that  I  asserted  that 
I  saw  no  great  danger  in  allowing  Corpo- 
rations in  small  towns,  because  there  were 
few  people  in  them  ;  but  that  great  towns 
ought  not  to  be  intrusted  with  such  privi- 
leges, on  account  of  the  large  number  of 
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people  they  contained.  That,  however, 
was  not  my  statement.  What  I  stated 
was,  that  there  was  more  dano^er  to  be 
apprehended  in  giving  those  privileges  to 
large  towns  than  to  small  ones.  But, 
mark  the  ground  which  I  took  on  that 
occasion.  We  object  to  the  continuance 
of  those  Corporations  generally  on  ac- 
count of  the  spirit  of  agitation  which 
would  be  likely  to  pervade  them ;  and  I 
cannot  conceive  that  that  spirit  would  be 
half  so  dangerous  to  the  security  of  the 
country,  when  it  rages  in  a  town  of  limited 
extent,  as  when  it  is  used  to  excite  the 
population  of  a  larger  and  more  numerous 
community.  That  is  the  utmost  extent 
to  which  my  distrust  goes.  My  distrust 
is  not  to  the  people,  but  to  those  who 
agitate  the  people  and  influence  the  govern- 
ment.  Such  is  my  distrust.  If  any  in- 
sult has  been  given,  it  is  offered  to  the 
agitators,  and  not  to  the  people  of  Ireland, 
whom  I  wish  to  protect  from  that  baneful 
influence  which  is  so  dangerous  to  the 
interests  of  this  empire.  I  pointed  out 
the  city  of  Dublin  as  a  proper  criterion  by 
which  to  judge,  and  I  repeat  it.  If  Dub- 
lin were  to  be  left  with  a  Corporation,  and 
placed  under  the  influence  of  a  priesthood 
that  joins  in  agitation,  and  open  to  the  arts 
of  lay  agitators,  why  then  we  might  as  well 
pass  the  whole  Bill  as  it  was  sent  up  from 
the  other  House  of  Parliament ;  because, 
by  adopting  such  a  principle,  we  should 
be  legalising  a  perpetual  Catholic  Asso- 
ciation. The  noble  Earl  proceeded  to 
say,  that  was  the  reason  why  he  objected 
to  the  proposition  of  the  noble  Duke  on 
the  cross-benches,  and  not  because  he 
wished  to  insult  the  people  of  Ireland.  It 
was  because  he  valued  the  peace  and 
repose  of  Dublin  —  it  was  because  he 
wished  a  government  to  be  established  in 
that  country  powerful  enough  to  command 
respect — thut  he  was  anxious  not  to  take 
any  step  the  effect  of  which  would  be  to 
legalize  a  permanently  standing  Catholic 
Association.  He  never  stated,  that  he 
saw  no  inconvenience  from  a  system  of 
agitiition  in  the  smaller  towns.  It  was 
purely  a  matter  of  comparison.  But  very 
many  reasons  induced  him  to  prefer  the 
Bill  as  It  now  stood,  rather  than  to  take 
it  with  the  alterations  proposed  by  the 
noble  Dnke  on  the  cross-benches.  He 
thought  ih^t  the  greatest  danger  would 
result  if  they  adopted  the  amendments  of 
the  nolite  Duke,  fn  point  of  fact,  he 
looked  upon  the  Bill|  as  originally  framed. 


as  presenting  a  minor  danger  compared 
with    that   to  which  such  an   alteration 
would  inevitably  lead ;  and  he  trusted  that 
their    Lordships  would    adhere   to   that, 
which  he  conceived  not  to  lie  a  hardship 
to  the  people  of  Ireland,  but  a   measure 
that  would  save  them   from  the  arts  of 
agitators,  and   secure   to  them  the   best 
chance  of  equal  justice.     The  noble  JVlar- 
quess  (Lansdowne)  had  represented    the 
amendments  or  alterations  (he   did    not 
object  to  the  noble  Marquess's  words,  for 
the  Bill  was  altered,  as  well  as  amended, 
very  extensively)  as  precluding  the  people 
of  Ireland  for  ever  from  all  the  benefit  of 
Corporations.     The  noble  Marquess  did 
not   explain  to  the  House  how  that  &p« 
pea  red.     The  gist  of  the  argument  applied 
to  the  present  state  of  Ireland ;  it  was  upon 
that  viewthatthemeasure  was  founded.  But 
if  a  happier  dav  arrived  for  Ireland  what 
was  to  prevent  the  Government  or  Legis- 
lature of  this  country,  if  the  people  made 
application  for  Corporations,  from   con- 
senting to  form  them?     No  man  would 
be  more  happy  than  be  at  the  arrival  of  a 
day  of  peace  and  tranquillity,  when   they 
might  entertain  such  a  proposition  with 
propriety,  if  it  were  made  by  the  people  of 
Ireland.     But  he  believed  that  if  such  an 
unexpected  day  did  arrive,  the  Government 
would  receive  no  application  of  the  kind. 
He  had  trespassed  further  on  their  time 
than  he  had  intended,  but  he  was  obliged 
to  rise  for  the  purpose  of  correcting  the 
misrepresentations  of  the  noble  Marquess, 
which  were  opposed  to  every  feeling  of  his 
mind.     When  he  formerly  addressed  their 
Lordships  he  thought  he  had  so  expressed 
himself  as  to  render  it  impossible    that 
any  such  interpretation  could  have  been 
put  on  what  he  stated,  for  he  was  the  last 
man  that  would  think  of  saying  any  thing 
unkind  of,  or  insulting  to,  the  people  of 
Ireland. 

Viscount  Gori  expressed  his  regret  that 
the  city  of  Limerick  should  be  deprived  of 
privileges  which  had  been  handed  down 
to  the  Corporation  from  a  very  early  period. 
An  inquisition,  almost  unparalleled  in  the 
history  of  this  country,  had  been  sent 
forth  to  inquire  into  the  state  of  the  Irish 
Corporations,  and,  in  his  opinion,  those 
who  constituted  that  Commission  kad  oo 
just  reason  for  visiting  the  CorporatioQ  of 
Limerick  with  the  severity  which  they  had 
done.  The  noble  Viscount  was  proceeding 
to  animadvert  on  what  bad  been  said  m 
the  House  of  Commons  by  an  hon.  Mem* 
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ber  with  respect  to  the  noble  Lord's 
iDfiuence  with  the  corporation  of  Limerick^ 
vrhen 

The  Earl  of  Devon  rose  to  order.  The 
noble  Viscount  was  applying  himself 
almost  personally  to  what  had  passed  in 
the  other  House  of  Parliament,  a  course 
never  permitted  on  ordinary  occasions. 

Viscount  Oort  said,  he  had  over  and 
over  again  heard  allusions  made  to 
speeches  delivered  elsewhere ;  but  he 
should  obey  the  wish  of  the  House,  and 
abstain  from  going  further  into  the  sub- 
ject. Neither  he  nor  the  Corporation  had 
the  power  of  appointing  the  officer  con- 
nected with  the  city  of  Limerick,  who  was 
mentioned  in  the  Report  of  the  Commis- 
sioners. Under  the  regulations  of  Charles 
l^nd,  they  could  only  recommend  an  indi- 
vidual who  must  be  approved  of  by  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  and  Privy  Council.  If  this 
Bill  would  give  peace  to  Ireland,  no  man 
would  be  more  interested  in  agreeing  to  it 
than  he  should;  but  instead  of  giving  peace, 
it  would  only  add  to  the  feuds  and  animo- 
sities which  existed  in  that  country,  and 
would  be  followed  up  by  demands  stiil 
more  unreasonable,  which  would  never 
cease  to  be  made  till  the  Protestant  reli- 
gion was  trampled  under  foot. 

Lord  Alvanley  was  aware  of  the  natural 
impatience  of  their  Lordships  to  get  rid 
of  this  discussion,  but  he  wished  to  make  a 
few  observations  in  consequence  of  what 
had  fallen  on  a  former  occasion  from  his 
noble  Friend,  the  Chancellor  of  the  Duchy 
of  Lancaster,  imputing  to  him  that  he  had, 
in  supporting  this  measure  in  its  present 
shape,  thrown  overboard  his  opinions  re- 
specting the  principle  of  centralization. 
In  answer  to  tnat  charge  he  had  to  say, 
that  his  objections  to  that  principle  were 
not  shaken  by  his  acceding  to  the  necessity 
of  this  measure,  which  was  one  great  ex- 
ception to  prove  the  general  rule.  His 
vote  upon  this  occasion  would  be  given  on 
this  very  strong  reason  for  supporting  the 
Bill  in  its  present  state  that  Ireland  was  not 
in  a  situation  to  receive  Corporations. 
His  vote  was  founded  upon  the  evidence 
which  he  had  read  with  very  great  atten- 
tion, collected  in  the  Report  of  the  Com- 
mission appointed  to  inquire  into  the  state 
of  the  Irish  poor,  and  upon  the  state  of 
elections  generally  in  that  country,  and 
be  would  say,  that  greater  riot,  intimida- 
tion, and  agitation  could  not  be  con- 
ceived than  was  practised  there,  accus- 
tomed as  we  were  in  this  country  to  see 
these  matters  go  quietly  ofT.    Under  these 


circumstances,  he  should  be  sorry  if  he 
voted  for  increasing  popular  election  in 
any  one  single  instance.  He  was  clearly 
'of  opinion  that  Ireland  was  not  at  present 
fit  for  Corporations,  not  but  that  she  might 
receive  the  ai hereafter,  if  the  state  of  the 
country  would  admit  of  it.  The  House 
was  bound  to  legislate  for  the  present,  not 
for  the  future  or  for  the  past,  and  every 
noble  Lord  who  wished  to  see  tranquillity 
re-established  in  that  distracted  country 
would  not  consent  to  give  it  Corporations 
in  its  present  situation.  Much  had  been 
said  of  the  efforts  that  had  been  made  to 
tranquillize  Ireland,  but  what  was  the 
nature  of  the  measures  which  had  been 
brought  before  tHe  House  for  the  last  two 
years  in  reference  to  that  country  ? — There 
was  the  Constabulary  Bill,  the  Tithe  Bill, 
and  the  present  measure,  and  as  soon  as  any 
one  of  these  measures  was  mooted  anywhere, 
astrongparty  in  the  country,  and  among  the 
puhlic  press,  had  opened  the  batteries  of 
attack  upon  their  Lordships ;  loud  lamenta- 
tions were  raised,  and  it  was  said  these  mea- 
sures had  very  little  chance  of  succeeding. 
Their  Lordships  were  assailed  as  the  friends 
of  corruptions  and  abuses  of  every  kind, 
too  bigoted  to  do  their  country  good,  and 
as  incapable  to  govern  it  in  their  nereditary 
legislative  capacity,  as  hereditary  tailors 
would  be  to  cut  out  clothes  for  the  half- 
naked  inhabitants  of  Ireland.  In  fact, 
however,  the  only  result  of  these  measures 
would  be  to  increase  the  power  of  those 
who  were  already  powerful,  and  add  to 
the  wealth  of  those  who  were  already  rich. 
By  the  Tithe  Bill  no  less  than  thirty  per 
cent*  would,  in  three  years'  time,  find  its 
way  into  the  pockets  of  the  Irish  land- 
lords, for  he  supposed  that  the  Irish 
clergy  would  not  get  it,  nor  would  the 
other  measures  give  one  meal  of  victuals, 
or  a  day's  work,  to  any  man  in  Ireland 
who  now  wanted  it.  These  measures, 
therefore,  were  no  measures  of  relief, 
though  there  were  measures  which  would 
give  Ireland  relief,  and  why  were  they  not 
brought  forward  ?  Their  Lordships  might 
not  have  observed  it,  but  a  very  curious 
circumstance  occurred  the  very  day  that 
this  Bill  was  read  a  second  time.  On 
that  day  notice  was  given  in  another  place 
that  no  measure  would  be  brought  forward 
by  the  Government  this  Session,  founded 
on  the  Report  of  the  Commissioners  of 
Poor-laws  in  Ireland.  He  did  not  say 
that  the  Government  was  to  blame  in 
wishing  to  take  time  to  consider  before 
they  bronght  forward  this  very  important 
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measure,  but  their  Lordships  would  not 
forget  that  there  was  a  party  in  the  coun- 
try who  arrogated  to  themselves  the  ex- 
clusive merit  of  originating  every  measure 
that  was  calculated  to  protect  the  interests 
of  the  people  of  Ireland.  How  was  it, 
then,  that  this  measure  had  not  been  in- 
troduced before  ?  He  was  convinced  that 
unless  a  measure  of  this  kind  was  brought 
forward,  it  would  be  impossible  to  tran- 
quillize Ireland,  and  such  a  measure  must 
be  brought  forward  by  others.  Till  that 
measure  was  introduced  —  till  they  had 
made  up  their  minds  to  pay  the  Roman 
Catholic  clergy,  and  to  prevent  them  by 
legislative  enactment,  from  receiving  pay- 
ment of  dues  from  their  flocks,  and  till 
they  had  reformed  or  done  away  with  the 
great  College  of  Maynooth,  which  was  the 
real  Normal  school  of  agitation  in  Ireland, 
they  would  have  done  nothing. 

A  Noble  Lord  wished  to  correct  a  mis- 
statement of  the  noble  Baron,  with  respect 
to  the  effect  of  the  Tithe  BUI.  It  did  not 
put  more  than  fifteen  per  cent,  instead  of 
thirty  per  cent.,  into  the  pockets  of  the 
landlord,  at  least  he  would  not  get  more 
for  taking  the  payment  to  the  clergy  upon 
himself. 

Lord  il/tMui/ey  .*— I  said  it  would  in 
three  years. 

Bill  read  a  third  time. 

On  the  question  that  it  do  pass. 

The  Duke  of  Richmond  said;  after 
what  has  already  taken  place,  and  the  ob- 
servations which  I  addressed  to  year  Lord- 
ships when  the  amendment  which  I  am 
now  aboQt  to  submit  was  proposed  by  me 
in  Committee,  I  do  not  feel  that  there  is 
any  necessity  for  trespassing  upon  your 
attention  at  any  length.  I  shall  only 
remind  your  Lordships  that  the  main  argu- 
ment used  against  leaving  the  Corporations 
in  seven  great  towns  in  Ireland  is,  that 
the  elections  in  those  places  woold  be 
placed  in  the  hands  of  one  individual.  M  v 
Lords,  most  I  then  bring  myself  to  think 
thai  yo«  are  legislating  solely  with  refer- 
ence to  one  individnaL  Is  it  fitting  that 
the  House  of  Lords  of  En^^land  should 
shape  their  comse  of  legislation  in  a 
different  way  from  what  justice  would  di- 
rect, becanae  one  individual  happens  to 
infleence  over  his  fellow-countrr- 
My  Lords,  if  yon  wish  to  take  the 
power  which  he  possesses  finxn  that  indi- 
vidnaU  show  the  people  of  Ireland  thst 
yoe  are  wilang  to  lendeff  them  fi:IU  f^ir, 
and  impaitxal  justice.  Do  not  permit  that 
In  go  into  the  gn^at  towns  to 


which  my  motion  refers,  and  to  any, ''  Tou, 
the  inhabitants  of  Dublin,  Belfast,  or  Cork, 
— ^you,  10/.  householders,  are  considered 
by  the  Legislature  that  governs  you,  unfit 
for  the  exercise  of  corporate   privileges, 
whilst  the  poor  fishermen  of  some  of  the 
small  outports  of  England   and  Scotland, 
are  looked  upon  as  entitled  to  the  right  of 
managing  their  own  municipal  concerns." 
I  object,  then,  to  the  system  which  you 
seem  disposed  to  adopt,  my  Lords,  be- 
cause acting  upon    it,  you   put  weapons 
into  the  hands  of  agitators.      It  appears  to 
me,  that  those  who  argue    against  pro- 
viding Corporations  for  the  g^eat  towns  in 
Ireland,  seem  to  think  that  the   people 
who  are  to  take  part  in  the  electums  are 
to  be  persons  who  pay  no  taxes,  and  who 
have  no  stake  or  property  in  these  places. 
But  what  is  the  fact  ?     Why,  it  is  pro- 
posed that  they  should  be  the  lOL  house- 
holders.    Now,  take  the  city  of  Dublin 
with  reference  to  the  principles  of  qualifi- 
cation which  I  wish  to  see  estabUsbed.   Is 
it  quite  certain,  that  the  102.  hooaeholders 
of  that  city  have  proved  their  willingness 
to  elect  even  that  individoal  whose  infiti- 
ence  is  so  much  dreaded  ?  Are  yonr  Lord* 
ships  not  aware  that  in  the  la^  election, 
that  individoal  had  not  a  myority  of  the 
10/.  householders.    I  firmly  and  consei- 
entionsly  believe,  that  if  yoor  Lotddiips 
agree  to  the  amendments  I  pcopoae,  yon 
will  satbfy  the  great  body  of  the  hit 
people  of  Ireland,  and  I  betiere  yon  will 
take  away  a  great  deal  of  the  power  Irom 
those  individuals,  whoever  they  may  be, 
who  wish  to  excite  the  people  of  that 
country.     My  noble  Friend  (Laid  Al- 
vanley)  has  stated,  that  wheucter  an* 
sures  are  brought  forward  for  the  itliefof 
the  people  of  Irdand,  hataeriea  are  im- 
mediately opened    apoa  yoar  Lonlships* 
House.     My  Lords,  I  know,  aMi  most  of 
Toor  Lordships  know,  that  the  czalBce 
of  this  Hoase  is  absclately  aeeessary  fot 
the  protection  of  the  rights  and  libbties 
of  the  peo^e,  and  I  shall  ever  be  ready  to 
stand  np  in  deface  of  oar  pcivifegeL  Bat, 
my  Lords,  I  am  too  old  a  soldier  ast  t9 
know,  that  whea  a  battery  ci 
a  party,  the  proper  step  to  be 
take  np  a  strong  poshica,  by 
attack  can  be  saceessfallY 
a  aehoos  battefv  has  bcea 
the  way  to  meet  it  is  not,  I  thnk*  la  sf^ 
the  gates  to  the  cpocsta^  P*^  ^  ^^  ' 
am  ciesiroas  that  we  shonid  entreaeh  o^* 
selvcsy  it  pos&bk«  in  a  stJi  stiaa^w  f^' 
itoa  thaa  that 
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copied.  NoWy  my  Lords,  it  is  tiot  because 
I  am  of  opinion  that  there  is  any  great 
body  of  the  people  opposed  to  this  House, 
but  because  attempts  have  been  made  to 
excite  the  people  to  an  opposition  to  it, 
that  I  think  you  ought  to  be  more  careful 
than  ever  in  your  proceedings;  and  under 
this  impression,  I  have  brought  forward 
the  present  amendment,  without  any  parti- 
cular party  or  political  views,  for  I  stand  in 
this  House  unconnected  with  any  party 
whatever.  Therefore  I  may,  perhaps,  urge 
a  peculiar  claim  to  make  the  proposition 
which  I  mean  to  submit  on  these  grounds, 
— because  I  think  it  is  just,  because  I 
cannot  see  the  slightest  danger  from  ac- 
ceding to  it|  and  because,  more  than  all, 
you  will,  by  sanctioning  it,   take    that 
course  which  I  have  ever  warmly  advo- 
cated— you  will  reform  and  correct  exist- 
ing abuses,  without  destroying  the  institu- 
tion to  which  they  are  incident — you  will 
repair  and  reinstate  these  Municipal  Cor- 
porations, and  not  utterly  abolish  them.  I 
object  to  the  Bill  which  has  been  read  a 
third  time,  because  it  destroys  these  Cor- 
porations altogether,  for  I  do  not  believe 
that  there  is  a  single  man  in  Ireland  who 
can  bring  himself  to  believe  that  there  is 
any  probability  of  these  corporate  bodies 
being  restored  after  they  have  once  been 
abolished.     I  feel  that  the  people  of  these 
large  towns  in  Ireland  are  entitled  to  have 
Corporations ;  I  feel  that  they  have  a  right 
to  have  them,  if  they  can  be  given  by  your 
Lordships,  without  any  fear  that  danger 
would  result  from  the  concession ;    and  I 
appeal  to  you  whether,  the  voters  being 
10/.  householders,  there  is  any  ground  for 
such  a  fear.   My  Lords,  I  shall  not  detain 
you  by  saying  anything  more ;    but  1  am 
most  desirous  to  record  my  opinion  on  the 
Journals  of  this  House,  by  moving  that 
schedule  A,  in  the  first  clause,  be  left  out, 
and    another    schedule,    including    the 
towns  of  Belfast,  &c.,  be  substituted. 

Lord«  Lyndhurst  had  so  frequently 
troubled  their  Lordships,  that  it  was  not 
his  intention  to  trespass  now  upon  their 
atteutk>o  by  any  general  observations  on 
the  subject  of  the  motion  which  the  noble 
Duke  had  made,  more  particularly  as  he 
had  pronounced  an  opinion  upon  it  when 
it  was  brought  forward  on  a  former  occa- 
sion ;  but  he  rose  for  the  purpose  of 
suggesting  to  the  noble  Duke  that  it  was 
impossible  to  engrail  his  amendment  on 
the  Bill  in  its  present  shape.     It  would  be 
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necessary  to  reinsert  thirty  or  forty  clauses 
which  bad  been  excluded,  as  well  as  to 
alter  and  amend  every  one  of  them.  Now, 
unless  their  Lordships  were  prepared  to 
do  that,  the  Bill  would  be  inconsistent  on 
the  very  face  of  it ;  and  there  was  no  mode, 
consistently  with  retaining  these  clauses, 
by  which  the  object  of  the  noble  Duke 
could  be  carried  into  effect.  He  merely 
suggested  to  the  noble  Duke  the  difficulty, 
in  point  of  form,  with  which  he  had  to 
contend. 

The  Duke  of  Richmond  said,  that  the 
objection  of  the  noble  and  learned  Lord 
seemed  to  him  to  be  one  of  form,  and  did 
not  affect  the  principle  of  his  amendment. 
As  for  himself,  he  should  be  perfectly 
willing  to  devote  even  to-morrow  to  ob- 
viating the  objection  of  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord,  when,  by  doing  so,  he 
thought  he  was  forwarding  a  great  national 
object. 

The  Marquess  of  Cianricarde:  Can 
anything  afford  a  stronger  illustration  of 
the  manner  in  which  the  affairs  of  Ireland 
are  legislated  upon,  than  that  the  noble 
and  learned  Lord  should  get  up  in  his 
place,  and  seriously  object  to  the  amend- 
ment of  the  noble  Duke,  because  it  would 
delay  the  progress  of  this  measure  for  a 
day,  a  week,  or  even  a  month?  Is  it  to  be 
urged  as  a  serious  objection  to  a  measure 
involving  objects  of  the  highest  import- 
ance, that  a  point  of  form,  which  might 
cause  the  delay  of  a  day,  was  to  be  got 
over  before  it  could  be  passed  ? 

Lord  Lyndhurst :  The  noble  Marquess 
has  misapprehended  what  I  said.  I  merely 
suggested,  that  in  order  to  carry  the  ob- 
ject of  the  noble  Duke  into  effect,  it  would 
be  necessary  to  alter  a  great  number  of 
the  clauses  of  this  Bill.  I  made  no  ob- 
jection whatever  to  the  amendment  of  the 
noble  Duke,  except  that  I  stated  that  I 
have,  upon  a  former  occasion,  expressed 
my  sentiments  with  respect  to  it 

The  Marquess  of  Clemricarde :  The 
only  objection  the  noble  and  learned  Lord 
took  to  the  amendment  of  the  noble  Duke 
was  one  of  form.  Is  he  now  prepared  to 
say  that  he  will*  agree  to  it  in  principle? 
What  quibbling  to  urge  a  mere  formal  ob- 
jection to  an  amendment  of  this  nature, 
and,  when  charged  with  having  done  so, 
not  to  admit  either  that  no  other  could  be 
preferred  to  it,  or  not  to  oppose  it  on  prin- 
ciple. It  certainly  is  somewhat  unusual 
to  rely  on  a  formal  objection  to  a  measure 

2  M 


1009        Municipal  Corporations      {LORDS} 


(Iroland). 


1060 


of  Uiis  deBcriptlon,  by  which  these  Cor- 
porations are  suppressed,  and  their  pro- 
perty transferred  to  the  Crown — a  mea- 
sure, I  niaintaini  which  involves  considera- 
tions more  important  than  any  measure 
has  supplied  since  the  time  of  Henry  8th. 
Now,   as   to   the    great  difficulty   which 
was    said   to   exist   in   appointing  those 
Corporations,    which    it    is    the     object 
of  the  noble  Duke's  amendment  to  have 
established,  I  do  not  see  why  a  clause 
could  not  be  mserled  in  the  Bill,  enabling 
the  Crown  to  grant  Corporations  to  those 
particular  towns.     At  all  events,  if  the 
measure  be  passed  in  its  present  shape,  it 
will  fill  the  minds  of  the  people  of  Eng- 
land with  indignation — I  believe  that  the 
people  of  this  country  take  a  lively  interest 
in  the  welfare  of  the  Irish  people — as  it 
will,  in  my  opinion,  be  attended  with  the 
worst  consequences,  and  will  endanger,  if 
it  do  not  prove  fatal,  to  the  union  between 
the  countries. 

Lord  Ellenhorougk  said,  that  if  there 
were  no  difficulty  in  the  course  which 
the  noble  Marquess  suggested,  he  ought 
himself  to  have  come  prepared  with  a  clause 
to  attain  the  object  he  had  in  view. 

The  Marquess  of  Lflfwrfofpnc:  Before  the 
House   proceeds  to  a  division,    I  wish  to 
make  a  few  remarks^  carefully  avoiding, 
however,   to  go  into  any  general  topics 
which  have  been  introduced.     I  must,  in 
the  first  place,  confirm  the  statement  of  the 
noble  Duke,  that  his  proposition  was  not 
the  result  of  any  previous  communication 
between  myself  and  the  noble  Duke.     At 
the  same  time  I  must  state  what  I  wish  to 
be  distinctly  understood,  that  his  Majesty's 
Ministers,  in  bringing  forward  this  mea- 
sure, did  not  wish  to  preclude  a  fair  in- 
quiry into,    and  consideration    of,    what 
were  the  corporate  towns  to  which  it  might 
be  expedient  to  extend  these  new  munici- 
palities.   They  thought  that  a  matter  for 
fair  consideration.    What  they  most  anx- 
iously wished  to  maintain  was,  the  preser. 
vation  of  the  corporate  principle.     If  that 
corporate  principle   is   to  be   preserved  in 
Ireland,  I  do  not  say  that  it  must  in  the 
first  instance  be  extended  to  all  the  towns 
in   Ireland,    but   if    any     preference    be 
given,  it  ought  to  be  to  the  large  towns, 
where  the   interests  were  larger  and   the 
property   concerned    was  of  greater  value. 
If  the  corporate  principle  be  good  at  all, 
it  is  impossible  that  it  should   not   prove 
bmcririal  ill   proportion    to  the  amount  of 
prv'porty  to  be  preserved,   and  the  interest 


taken  in  it  by  large  and  inBuentiBl  bodies 
of  people.     If  it  were  good  for  anything  to 
establish  intermediate  bodies  between  the 
Government  and  the  people,  through  which 
local  affairs  are  to  be  administered,    and 
public  opinion  elicited,  it  must  be  moat  de- 
siraUe  to  establish  that  principle  ia    the 
large  towns ;  and  in  proportion  to  the  nu»- 
b^  of  inhabitants,  and  the  compksiiy  and 
amount  of  interest  existing  in  such  pLsceM, 
will  be  the  certain  policy  and  certain   ad. 
vantage  of  creating  Corporations,  or  rather 
reforming  and  preserving  them  in  the  large 
cities.  Such  establishments  have  been  found, 
by   tlie  experience  of  all  times  in    Cng- 
land  at  least,  attended  with  great  advan- 
tt^es  (and  I  have  no  doubt  they  will  here, 
after  be  attended  in  Ireland)   with    the 
most  beneficial  and  salutary  effect  even  in 
restraining  that  very  spirit  of    agitation 
which  is  the  bugbear  upon  which  the  ne- 
cessity of  these  institutions  is  opposed,  and 
which  arises  solely  from  the  fears  and  ap- 
prehensions of  those  who  urge  it,  for  they 
cannot  rest  their  assertions  on  any  specific 
grounds,  inasmuch  as  there  has  not  heen 
any  experience  of  the  particular  forms  of 
election  in  Ireland.    My  Lords,  I  do  then 
most  sincerely  express  my  hope — though  a 
feeble  hope  1  confess  it  is — that  even  at 
this  hour  you  wiU  adopt  the  motion  of  my 
noble  Friend  on  the  cross-benches.     The 
noble  and  learned  Lord  has  stated,  that  this 
amendment  interfered  with  the  object  which 
I  ventured  to  state  I  had  in  view — ^namely, 
that  the  Bill  should  go  down  to  the  House 
of  Commons,  with  the  exhibition  of  all  the 
alterations  which  have  been  made  in  it,  on 
as  early  a  day  as  possible.     That  hope  I 
expressed  through  a  fear  that  you  would 
not  re-consider  your  former  determination, 
or  adopt  any  amendment  so  important  as  that 
which  the  noble  Duke  has  proposed.     But, 
so  far  from  regretting  any  delay  that  might 
take  place  were  the  noble  Duke's  amend- 
ment carried,  I  should  think  every  hour, 
every  day,  and  week  well  employed,  which 
was  necessary  for  carrying  the  spirit  of  that 
amendment  through  all  the  provisions  of  the 
Bill.    I  feel  persuaded  that  it  would  be  time 
usefully  devoted  to  the  public  service,  and 
well  employed  in  reconciling  the  House 
of  Commons  to  the  ado])tion  of  the  altenu 
tions  which  your  Lordships  have  made  in 
the  Bill,  and  raising  the  character  and  re- 
putation of  this  House.    If  your  Lordships 
as^^ent   to  my  views   you    will    show    an 
anxiety  to  maintain  in  Ireland  ancient  in. 
sliintions^  frnnicd  and  bused  upon  that  prin- 
ciple which  in  England  you  have  declared 
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te  be  efliential  to  their  existence.  Having 
said  thus  much^  I  shall  not  detain  the  House 
by  referring  to  the  topics  introduced  by  the 
noble  Baron  (Alvanley)^  as  to  the  general 
system  of  legislation  pursued  regarding 
Irelandj  and  the  character  of  those  mea- 
sures, which  I  at  once  adroit  are  founded 
on  the  obvious  policy,  and  indeed,  necessity 
of  meeting  the  popular  demands  by  those 
salutary  reforms  which  I  am  prepared  to 
defend,  though  not  undoubtedly  excluding 
the  admission  that  there  are  other  measures 
of  a  dharacter  of  permanent  and  impcnrtant 
legislation  which  it  is  also  necessary  to 
adopt.  Hereafter  I  shall  be  glad  to  call 
the  attention  of  the  House  to  the  observa- 
tions which  the  noble  Baron  has  made,  and 
to  examine  the  whole  question  to  which 
they  refer.  Following  the  example  which 
has  been  set  me  by  other  noble  Lords,  I  shall 
not  detain  the  House  by  any  lengthened 
observations,  but  merely  express  an  earnest 
hope  that  your  Lordships  will  adopt  it. 

Their  Lordships  divided*-Contents,  pre« 
sent  4d ;  Proxies  87,  82.  Not*contents, 
present  80,     Proxies   6*1,    141.     Majority 
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Ludlow 
Granard 
Gosford 
Derby 

Shrewsbury 
Grey 

BAIIONS. 

Auckland 

Arundel  of  W ardour 

Stourton 

Brougham  and  Vaux 

Littleton 

Carle  ton 


Dorchester 

Audley 

Chaworth 

Plunket 

Vernon 

Barham 

Sherborne 

Cloncurry 

Dormer 

Mostvn 

Erskine 

BISHOP. 

Norwich 


Paired  off. 


DUKES. 

Oxford 

Grafton 

Litchfield 

Argyll 

Richmond 

Norfolk 

VISCOUNT. 

Falkland 

Leinster 

BARONS. 

MARQUESSES. 

Lord  Chancellor 

Lansdowne 

Holland 

Conyngham 

Glenelg 

Tavistock 

Hatherton 

Clanricarde 

Langdale 

Breadalbane 

SlraBbrd 

Headfort 

Segrave 

EARLS. 

Templemore 

Sefton 

Gardner 

Mulgrave 

Foley 

llchester 

Lynedoch 

Charlemont 

Uxbridge 

Leitrim 

Denman 

Minto 

King 

Stmdbroke 

Lilford 

Burlington 

Dacre 

Cork 

Dinorben 

Scarborough 

BISHOPS. 

Thanet 

Hereford 

Carlisle 

Bristol 

Proxies  37.                             \ 

DORIS. 

EARLS. 

Sussex 

Granville 

Brandon 

Fingal 

Devonshire 

Huntingdon 

Marlborough 

Ranfurley 

MARQUESSES. 

Essex 

Wellesley 

Spencer 

Winchester 

Ferrers 

FOR. 

Karl  Radnor 
Duke  of  Cleveland 
Earl  of  Craven 
Lord  Saye  and  Seale 
Lord  Dunally 
Lord  Poltimore 
Lord  Dundas 
Lord  Byron 
Marquess  of  Anglesea 
Lord  Teynham 
Earl  Scarborough 
Earl  Rosebery 
Earl  of  Suffield 


AGAIXST. 

Earl  Brownlov^ 
Viscount  St.  Vincent 
Earl  Verulam 
Lord  Reay 
Marquess  Camden 
Lord  Boston 
Lord  Farnborough 
Earl  Talbot 
Earl  Beverley 
Earl  of  Aberdeen 
Lord  Stuart  de  Rothsay 
Marquess  of  Ely 
Earl  of  Chesterfield 


The  Dukeof  AfcAfmnit^had  next  to  pro* 
pose  an  amendment  on  Clause  64i,  to  leave 
out  the  words,  "  The  recorder  for  the 
county  of  the  city  of  any  town  shall  not  be 
disqualified  from  sitting  in  Parliament." 
The  object  was  to  prevent  persons  holding 
the  office  of  recorder  from  sitting  in  Parlia. 
ment  at  all.  It  appeared  from  all  that  had 
been  stated  of  affairs  in  Ireland  that  there 
was  something  in  the  present  constitution 
of  society  in  that  country  which  rendered 
it  inexpedient  that  the  same  laws  should  be 
extended  to  Ireland  as  to  England.  Now, 
if  those  causes  of  excitement  really  existed 
in  that  country  he  thought  it  most  expedi- 
ent, for  the  sake  of  the  due  administration 
of  public  justice,  not  onlv  that  recorders 
should  not  be  political  partisans  but  should 
not  be  suspected  by  the  public  of  being  so. 
A  circumstance  had  occurred,  even  in  Eng- 
land, within  the  last  four  years,  which 
showed  the  importance  of  adhering  to  this 
rule.  Ithadhappened,astheirLord^ipfmu8t 
recollect,  that  a  learned  person,  of  whom 
he  could  not  speak  but  in  terms  of  the 
highest  respecty  who  filled  the  office  of 
recorder  for  the  city  of  Bristol,  and  who 
also  held  a  seat  in  Parliament,  had 
thought  it  incumbent  upon  him  to  take 
an  active  part,  as  a  Member  of  Parliament, 
in  opposing  the  Reform  Bill ;  after  doing 
HO  the  learned  Gentleman  in  question 
went    down   to    Bristol    in    his  judicial 
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capacitTy  when  Ins  appearance  there 
]cd  to  disturbances  wbich  ended  in  the 
destruction  of  a  very  large  porticn  of  that 
city.  It  appeared  from  tlus  erent  that 
there  were  times,  even  in  England,  when  it 
would  be  expedient  that  recorders  should 
not  be  Members  of  Parliament.  Bat  there 
was  another  important  consideratioa  in 
support  of  his  position.  It  appeared  to  him 
that  if  recorders,  being  Members  of  Par- 
liament came  orer  from  Ireland  to  attend  to 
their  Parliamentary  duties,  it  would  be  im- 
posiJble  for  them  adequately  to  discharge 
those  of  their  judicial  station,  at  the  usujI 
period  of  the  sessions.  Now  he  was  one 
who  thought  that  the  sessions  should  be 
even  more  frequent  than  ther  were  at  pre- 
sent :  but  even  putting  aside  the  notion  of 
intermediate  sessions,  to  which  he  certainly 
was  attached,  he  did  not  think  that,  eren 
under  the  present  arrangement,  the  douUe 
duty  of  Member  of  Parliament,  and  recorder 
could  be  properly  and  ^irly  discharged. 
His  principal  object  as  he  had  at  first  stated 
in  moving  this  amendment  was,  that  the 
recorders  of  Ireland  should  be  free  &om  all 
suspidoD  of  political  infloence.  This  princi- 
ple itself  seemed  to  be  in  part  ai^nowledged 
by  the  BiU  as  it  stood,  where  it  was  escpressly 
provided  that  a  person  being  a  recorder 
should  not  serve  as  a  Member  of  Parliament 
for  the  town  in  which  he  was  recorder.  He 
thought  that  the  restriction  should  be  enforced 
more  generally,  and  that  a  person  holding 
the  office  of  recorder  in  Ireland,  ^ouid  not 
be  allowed  to  sit  in  Parliament  as  lepicacnt- 
alive  for  any  town  whaiever. 

Lord  Lyndhmrst  observed,  that  the  clause, 
as  it  stood,  was  in  the  respect  referred  to 
precisely  the  same  as  it  came  from  the  other 
House.  He  objected  to  the  taking  the 
discusdon  upon  such  a  question  as  that 
mooted  by  tl^  Koble  Duke  in  the  present 
advanced  sta^  of  the  BilL  He  thouz^t, 
if  the  question  were  to  be  tonched  at  all,  that 
it  ou^ht  to  be  by  a  Bill  for  that  purpose, 
applicable  not  only  to  the  oSce  of  leooxder 
but  to  all  judicial  situations  wbauever. 

The  Doke  of  Richmond  said,  he  would 
not  press  his  amendment  to  a  division, 
though  it  was  not  his  fault  that  he  had  not 
proposed  it  before  ;  he  was  quite  prepared 
to  have  intnxi  jced  it  in  Committee,  but  in 
onler  to  consult  what  he  under&toud  to  be 
tlie  convenience  of  the  Hou^,  had  defer- 
rel  the  discussion  of  it  till  the  present  oc- 
cad«m. 

Amendment  negitived. 

f^'vr.l  Trmj*Umore  pTi»p>ve*l  to  intn:««luce 
a  clause  for  the  purp-»se  Jt"  c»n>ti luting  the 
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townof  Be}fiHtft  eoontjof  ft  city  firdper 
poses  of  thisBflL 

Lord  Lymdkmrti  oypuBcd 
the  ground  that  it  woold 
Belfast  upon  an  entirely 
that  which  it  had  hiiheiUi 

Lord  TemploHort  and* 
reason  why  the  town  of 
be  npon  the  ame  fisolii 
Cork. 

Chtose  was  ne^iliTed. 
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HOUSE   OF   COMMONS, 
Wednesday,  May  18»   1836. 


Enci^osusx  Birrs.;]  Tlie  tlDri  leaiing 
of  the  Over,  Cambridge^tii^  Endmuie 
Bill  having  been  moved. 

Dr.  Btmring  opposed  the  — tirni^  The 
Bill  was  another  enoimchmeiit  oo  Uk  ^ 
remaining  rights  and  privileges  of  die  poor. 
He  thoogfat  it  was  that  of  wkidi  bd  wdl- 
wisher  of  the  poor  could  approver  These 
who  had  property  m  the  ncigUnadiood  d 
these  endosores  obtained  compensatitti,  bat 
the  poor,  who  had  only  pRvil^esi»  pncorcd 
Httle,  often  nothing.  It  was  n  very  gencfsl 
opinion,  and  he  feared  it  was  Coo  «eL 
founded,  that  these  privileges  of  the  poff 
were,  and  long  had  been,  too  little  otnsi- 
dered.  With  respect  to  the  present  Bill, 
he  was  authorised  to  say,  that  the  poor  and 
labouring  classes  in  the  neighlxwihoad  of 
the  proposed  endosure  wene  nnaHifflwaslf 
against  it ;  and  that  it  was  supported  ofi/J 
Inr  a  few  of  the  aristocncy  of  the  neigh- 
bourhood. He  should  therelbfe  nw«  •* 
an  amendment,  that  the  Bill  bereadathiid 
time  that  dav  six  months. 

Mr-  Hodsrs  seconded  the  aifwd—^"^ 
He  believed^hat  the  poor  had  been  v/^ 
ur^mercifuHy  used  by  soch  Bills  as  the  p«e- 
sent.  Some  small  soms  had  been  given  vft 
their  privileges  on  commonsi,  &c;  ^^^'^ 
those  invaluable  rights  were  extingnisW 
for  ever.  After  all  that  had  pased.tbc 
Houfe  ought  to  look  with  extreme  jesloo? 
on  all  such  measures,  e^ieeialhr  as  the  p^ 
had  now  ao  few  of  these  privileges  luai'^ 
Ing,  and  the  more  particularlT  after  tae 
passing  of  the  Poor  Laws  AaKndaient  Act; 
wkicli  threw  the  poor  cm  their  own  r^ 
»urees  more  strictly  tiiin  ever. 

Mr.  Hfri:hrs  Hs^kft  entii^-ly  cvbcbitw 
in  the  propriety  of  this  a^nen .'ment.  aiw  ^" 
the  ci»m?vtne«  of  the  scotimecuof  thcl*** 
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Parker,  J. 
Parrott,  J. 
Patteson,  J, 
Pease,  J. 
Pechell,  Captain 
Potter,  R. 
PouUer,  J.  S. 
Robinson,  G.  R. 
Roebuck,  J,  A. 
Rundle,  J. 
Ruthven,  E. 
Scholefield,  J 
Sharpe,  General 
Smith,  B. 
Stanley,  E. 
Steuart,  R. 
Talbot,  J.  U. 


Talfourd,  Sergeant 
Tancred,  II.  W. 
Thompson,  Colonel 
Thornley,  T. 
Tulk,  C.  A. 
Villiers,  C.  P. 
Wakley,  T. 
Walter,  J, 
Warburton,  11, 
Ward,  H.  G. 
Williams,  W. 
Williams.  Sir  J. 
Young,  G.  F. 

TELLERS. 

Bowring,  Dr. 
Hume,  J, 


List  of  the  ^OEs, 

Aslley,  Sir  J.  Knight,  H.  G. 

™gP^  ^^^i'  W.  Knighiley,  Sir  C. 

Balfour,  T.  Law,  hon.  C.  E. 

Barclay,  C.  Lees.  J.  F. 

Baring,  II.  B.  Lemon,  Sir  C. 

Baring,  W.  B.  Lygon,  hon .  Colonel 

Baleson, Sir  U.  Maclean,  D. 
Beckett,  rt.hon.  Sir  J.     Mahon,  Lord 

Bell,  M.  Miles,  W. 

Blamire,  W.  Mordaunt,  Sir  J. 

Bo  ling  W.  Morpeth,  Lord 

Buller,  Sir  J.y.  Neeld,  J. 

Canning,  rt.  hon.  Sir  S.  North,'  F. 

Chaplin,  Colonel  Packe,  C.  W. 

Chapman,  A.  Penruddock,  J.  U. 

Cive,Lord  Perceval,  Col. 

Chve,  hon.  R.  H.  Plumptre,  J.  P. 

Cole  Lord  Praed,  J,  B. 

Conolly,  E.  M.  Price.  R. 

Copeland,  W.  T.  Pryme,  G. 

Darlington,  Earl  of  Pusey,  P 

Duncombe,  hon.  W.  Ridley,  Sir  M.  W. 

Eaton,  R,  J.  j^  j   q 

Egerton,  W.  T.  Ross,  C. 

Egerlon   Sir  P.  Rushbrooke,  Col. 

Elley,  SirJ.  Russell,  Lord  John 

Finch,  G.  Sanderson,  H. 

Fleming   J  Scarlett,  hon.  R. 

Folkes,  Sir  W.  Scott,  Sir  E.  D. 

FoJste';  C -S  f  *^^PP^"^'  ^• 

r7,l!ii  ?•  b  Somerset,  Lord  G. 

Gaskell,J  M.  Stanley,  Lord 

G.sborne,T.  Townley,R.G. 

^rtL^*     c  Trevor,  hon.  A. 

Goulburn,  Sergeant  Twiss  H 

Graham,  rt.  hon.  Sir  J.  Wilson,  H. 

uT^^'  n  '  ^'  Wodehouse,  E. 

S^%J^-^;    ^^  Wrightson,  W.  B. 

Hamilton,  W  C.  Wroltesley,  Sir  J. 

H:nSja'''''-  ^^°°' ^^  ''-•  c- ^• 

Johnston,  A.  FreemanUe,  Sir  T. 

^•''  ^-  Goulburn,  rt.  hon.  H. 

Observakce  op  the  Sabbath.]     Sir 
^Ak  fl  irewmoyed  the  second  reading 

Pf  the  Sabbfttb  Observance  Bill.    The  nu- 
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merous  petitiomi  wliich  hud  just  now  been 
presented,  he  said,  were  a  proof  that  a  very 
difterenl  feeling  existed  out  of  doora  with 
reference  to  this  sul^ect,  than  seemed  gene- 
rally to  prevail  within  the  walls  of  Parlia- 
ment    The  scene  which    had  jast  been 
witnessed  in  the  presentation  of  petitions 
was  alone  sufficient  to  justify  him  in  the 
introduction  of  this  Bill.     He  much  feared 
that  the  difference  of  feeling  arose  from 
the  imperfections  of  the  hambie  advocate 
of  the  measure  in  the  House.     Hon.  Mem- 
bers said,  that  this  measure  attacked  ihc 
poor  by  depriving  them  of  then-  rational 
enjoyments.     He  would  ask  them  whether, 
if  their  lot  had  been    cast  amongst  the 
workingclasses,  and  they  were  obliged  to  la- 
bour for  six,  nay  seven  days  in  the  week, 
would  they  give  an  ironical  cheer  at  the  in- 
troduction of  a  measure  which  would  prevent 
their  labouring  on  the  seventh  day.  From 
what  he   knew   of  the   opinions  of  the 
working  classes,  he  was  sure  that  if  he 
were  addressing  the  same  number  of  me- 
chanics as  there  were  hon.  Members  op- 
posite, they  would,  to  a  man,  give  him  their 
support.     The  best  way  to  protect  the  la- 
bourer  was  to  save  him  from  the  constraint 
now    put    upon  him.       How  could  the 
working  classes  be  debarred    from  their 
rational  enjoyments  by   this    Bill,   when 
many  of  them  were  now  obliged  lo  labour 
seven  days  in  the  week  all  the  year  round  ? 
The   principle   of  restraining    men  from 
Sabbath  labour  was>-that  the   poor  roao 
may  have  the  option  of  going  free  on  the 
Sabbath-day,  and  of  spending  it  in  that 
religious  worship  which  was  in  accordance 
with  his  conscience.     Those  he  meant  to 
include  under  the  term   poor,    were  the 
thousands— hundreds    of    thousands   be 
might  say- who  were  forced  to  work  on 
the  Sabbath,  or  who,  if  they  refused,  risked 
the  loss  of  employment  on  the  oUier  days 
of  the  week.    The  object  of  the  Bill  was 
to  give  protection  to  every  person  engaged 
in  trade  or  business  in  abstaining  from  la- 
bour on   the  Sabbath.     He  held  iu  his 
hand  a  petition  from  the  Bshmonrers  and 
poulterers  of  London,  anxiously  praying 
for  protection ;  and  here  was  a  proof  that 
those  who  contributed  to  the  hixoriesof 
the  rich  sought  for  a  cessation  of  labour, 
and  that  the  protection  given  to  them 
would,  in  effect,  be  an  indirect  coercion  to 
the  rich,  who  would  be  deprived  of  the 
luxuries  they  now  enjoyed  on  the  Sab- 
bath.   Practically,  the  rich  would  be  re- 
strained, and  the  poor  set  free  from  toil. 


1069 


Obiervance  of 


{Mat  18} 


the  SabbiUL 


1070 


When  the  Anti- Slavery  question  was  under 
discussion,  it  was  tauntingrly  said,  that  had 
it  been  necessary  for  every  man  to  pay 
down  5s.  on  signing  his  name,  the  signa^* 
tuvea  would  have  been  much  less ;  as  it 
was,  it  cost  a  man  nothing  to  sympathize 
with  the  slave.  And  so  in  the  Factory 
Questioa  of  ten  hours'  labour,  which  he 
had  warmly  supported,  it  cost  him  nothing 
to  sympathize  with  the  poor  children.  But 
the  petitions  of  this  evening  prayed  for 
restrictions  upon  their  own  class.  Many 
friends  had  written  to  him  since  the 
introduction  of  this  Bill,  to  know  how  they 
could  assist  its  progress  ;  and  in  reply  he 
had  explained  the  difficulty  of  getting  the 
Members  of  the  House  to  believe  the 
people's  wishes  when  expressed  in  petitions 
signed  indiscriminately  by  persons  of  all 
trades.  He  had  suggested,  that  the  ex« 
ample  of  Chelsea  should  be  followed ;  from 
whence  have  come  up  ten  separate  peti- 
tions from  the  members  of  separate  trades, 
which  it  was  impossible  to  misunderstand, 
unless  the  House  were  determined  to  do  so. 
Many  such  petitions  had  this  night  been 
laid  on  the  Table  ;  he  would  only  mention 
two  examples  which  had  come  from  the 
extremes  of  the  kingdom.  At  Inverness, 
the  several  incorporated  trades  had  sepa- 
rately petitioned ;  and  at  Bath  the  coach- 
proprietors,  butchers,  bakers,  hucksters, 
and  hair^dressers,  had  within  a  very  few 
days,  followed  out  the  same  suggestion. 
Some  coach -proprietors  in  other  places 
had  endeavoured  to  discontinue  their  Sun- 
day coaches,  and  a  few  had  ceased  ;  but 
some  were  thought  necessary,  as  the  Mon- 
day markets  of  the  metropolis  occasion  the 
sending  up  to  town  of  so  much  more 
merchandize  on  the  Lord's-day  than  on 
any  other  day  of  the  week.  If  the  House 
had  thought  it  right  to  remove  the  Mon- 
day markets  to  Tuesday,  this  evil  would 
have  been  abated.  Here,  then,  was  a 
case  in  which  the  protection  of  .the  Legis- 
lature was  required.  When  hon.  Members 
talked  of  Sunday  travelling,  they  seemed 
to  take  it  for  granted  that  the  travellers 
themselves  were  alone  interested.  They 
forgot  the  coachmen  and  guards,  the 
inn-keepers  and  their  families,  book- 
keepers, ostlers,  their  assistants  the  horse- 
keepers,  and  several  others  dependent  on, 
or  connected  with,  the  vehicles  on  the 
road.  Let  hon.  Members  consider  that 
for  every  mile  travelled  on  a  Sunday,  in 
a  public  coach,  there  were  numbers  of 
immortal  beings  like  themselves^  so  em-  | 


ployed  in  connexion  with  that  travelling, 
who  were  thus,  contrary  to  their  wishes, 
unable  to  attend  Divine  worship.  It  was 
stated,  that  for  every  mile  so  travelled, 
about  one  man  and  one  horse  were  re- 
quired. Letters  which  he  had  received 
from  all  parts  of  the  country,  described 
the  degraded  condition  of  the  men  whose 
work  was  continued  on  the  Lord's-day, 
and  they  added,  that  that  degradation 
existed  in  proportion  as  the  men  were 
obliged  to  work  more  or  less  on  the  Sab- 
bath, for  that  the  most  degraded  were 
those  who  were  the  most  employed  on  that 
day.  This  fact  was  stated  in  evidence 
three  years  ago.  Hon.  Gentlemen  might 
laugh  if  they  pleased,  but  hundreds  of 
petitioners  complained  of  this  grievance. 
He  could  not  conceive  how  hon.  Members, 
calling  themselves  the  friends  of  the  peo« 
ple,  and  professing  to  bow  down  before 
their  opinions,  could  laugh  at  their  pe- 
titions, and  reject  their  prayer.  As  an 
instance  of  the  good  effects  which  might 
be  expected  to  result  from  the  cessation 
of  Sunday  labour,  he  might  mention  the 
case  of  the  Mersey  and  Irwell  Canal  Com- 
pany, who  put  a  stop  to  Sunday  navi- 
gation ;  and  that  excellent  regulation  had 
been  productive  of  the  greatest  moral 
effects  upon  the  men.  They  were  re- 
quired to  work  to  twelve  o'clock  on  the 
Saturday  night,  and  to  commence  work 
again  at  twelve  on  the  Sunday  night. 
This  was  very  laborious,  but  the  men  had 
pledged  themselves  to  save  their  masters 
from  loss.  This  was  one  great  step  to- 
wards the  desired  reform  on  this  subject. 
These  men  had  expressed,  in  a  petition 
to  this  House  presented  this  evening, 
their  g^eat  gratitude  to  the  proprietors 
of  the  canal  for  the  boon  thus  granted 
to  them.  Other  canal  companies  had 
sought  to  take  advantage  of  this  merciful 
indulgence  to  the  poor  man,  and  rival 
establishments  had  held  it  out  as  an  in- 
ducement to  the  public  to  deal  with  them, 
that  there  was  no  remission  of  work  on  the 
canals  on  Sundays  more  than  any  other 
days.  Thus,  other  carriers  endeavoured 
to  gain  advantage,  by  holding  out  the  in  ^ 
ducement  to  the  merchants  of  superior 
speed  by  Sunday  travelling  on  the  canals. 
This  was  not  a  question  merely  with  re- 
ference to  merchandize,  but  the  immortal 
souls  of  their  fellow-men  were  disregarded 
by  the  avaricious  masters,  who,  for  their 
own  paltry  gain,  refused  to  listen  to  the 
spiritual  interests  of  their  poor  boatmen 
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Perhaps  the  hon.  Memher  for  Wigan,  who  House  of  the  rich  mao  would  only  intro- 
was  so  well  acquainted  with  Manchester,  duce  a  principle  which,  when  carried 
could  explain  how  the  masters^  there,  re-  down  the  scale  of  society,  woold  pfove 
conciled  such  proceedings  to  their  own  roost  oppressiye  to  the  poor  hoiiaeliolder 
feelings  ?  A  statement  sent  from  two  himself.  Tlie  fourth  commaDdment,  opoa 
locks  in  Hertfordshire  showed  that  a  which  all  our  proceedings  rest,  beiDg 
greater  amount  of  tonnage  passed  on  addressed  especisllj  to  the  conscicBoe  of 
Sundays,  by  thirty  per  cent.,  than  on  Sa-  man,  as  the  bead  of  a  family,  it  wasiDauB- 
turdays  and  Mondays,  and  other  days,  bent  on  him  to  see  that  his  aoa  and  his 
The  system  of  Sabbath  desecration  was  daughter,  hisman-servantiand  bis  inaid-ser- 
carried  on  to  such  an  extent  at  present,  vant,  obeyed  the  Divine  law.  Aod  it  was  to 
that  he  had  little  doubt  the  public  voice  set  every  Christian  man  free,  thus  within 
would,  before  long,  be  strongly  expressed  his  family,  to  worship  Almighty  God  ae- 
on the  necessity  of  some  legislative  enact-  cording  to  his  cooscieooe,  that  this  Bill 
ment  to  restrain  it;  and  though  hon.  was  framed.  It  was  his  wish,  thalanof>- 
Members  opposite  might  sneer  at  Uie  mat-  ,  portunity  should  be  given  to  every  bmo 
ter  now,  the  time  would  come  when  Sab-  to  attend  Divine  worship  on  the  Sabbath 
bath  legislation  would  be  a  popular  ques-  according  to  his  conscience ;  at  the  same 
tion,  brought  forward  by  some  popular  time  he  would  not  enter  into  the  private 
Member.  Unfortunately,  however,  those  house  of  any  man.  Any  measure  that 
who  were  most  affected  by  the  non-ob-  |  would  warrant  the  Magistrates  in  going 
servance  of  the  Sabbath  were  below  the  :  into  the  house  of  the  rich  man  woaki  be 
grade  of  constituents,  and  seemed  to  oc- ,  equally  applicable  to  the  bouse  of  the 
cupy  little  of  the  care  of  hon.  Members,  poor  man.  He,  therefore,  would  not  pro- 
however  anxious  to  be  considered  liberal,  pose  any  regulations  which  would  act 
It  had  been  frequently  argued  that  the  ,  upon  the  domestic  concerns  of  either  class, 
present  Sabbath  laws  were  sufficient,  but  He  admitted  that  the  obligation  of  Sab- 
they  had  been  fully  put  to  the  test  in  bath  observance  should  apply  equally  to 
different  parts  of  the  metropolis,  and  found  |  all,  and  he  was  aware  there  were  many 
to  be  unavailing  to  stop  the  Sunday  trad-  :  instances  in  which  the  conduct  of  masters 
ing,  although  voluntary  associations  had  .  interfered  with  the  conscientious  feelings 
been  formed,  and  the  magistracy  and  of  their  household  servants;  but  he  saw 
parish  officers  had  given  their  best  aid  ; '  no  means  of  interfering  in  those  instances, 
this  had  been  repeatedly  tried  on  the  j  without  adopting  a  principle  which  should 
south  of  the  river,  and  lately  in  the  bear  equally  on  all  classes.  **  The  hon. 
north  of  the  town  the  experiment  had ,  Baronet  moved  that  the  Bill  be  read  a 
been  tried  on  a  larger  scale,  where  bun- '  second  time.** 

dreds  of  promises  had  been  g^ven  for  Mr.  Plumplre  seconded  the  motion, 
closing  shops  on  the  Lord's-day.  But .  Every  class  of  the  community  had  ezpiiessed 
by  the  obstinacy  and  avarice  of  the  few,  their  wish  that  the  House  would  afiord 
tempting  their  neighbours,  through  fear ,  them  protection  on  the  Lord's  Day,  and 
of  competition  and  the  loss  of  customers,  enable  them  to  rest  from  their  fffligning 
the  evil  had  spread,  and  all  was  nearly  as  '  labours.  But  this  was  the  lowest  ground 
bad  as  it  was  before.  The  Attomey-Ge*  ^^  which  the  principle  of  the  Bill  could  be 
neral  being  consulted  as  to  the  validity  defended.  In  legislating  for  the  West^ 
ofsome  proceedings  in  Lambeth,  confirmed  ,  J°dia  slaves  they  preserved  for  their  use 
the  validity  of  a  warrant  of  the  magistrates  P*^  ^  Saturday  and  the  whole  of  Sunday, 
of  Union  Hall,  but  expressed  regret  that  .  There  were  other  considerations  necesauy 


they  had  attempted  to  put  into  execution 
a  Statute   which,    he    remarked,    by  no 


to  be  acted  on  than  those  involved  in  the 
authority   of    the    fourth    commandment 


means  furthered  its  object ;  the  attempt  to  '  ^^^^  commmdmenis  had  additional  in- 
enforce  the  present  law  in  that  district  had  '  ™ence  imparted  to  them  by  the  forte  of 
therefore  been  given  up.  His  Bill  went  J»"™an  Jaws.  Legislators  did  not  suffer 
to  protect  every  man's  reliorious  liberty,  »  !|'®  murderer  to  escape  unpunished.  Hii 
so  that  he  might  follow  the  dictates  of  his  i  ^°?-  *^™"^  ^^^  evinced  his  xcal,  his  sm. 
own  conscience  in  the  observance  of  the  f  "*^'  *°^  S^J  Perseverance  m  his  efiorts 
Sabbath;  but  an  attempt  to  regulate  ,  l°f,  ^^^  P^|5*^°?  ,f  i^f  *^^ 
the    domestic  arrangements   within^  the  j  ^^^^^^^^^^ 
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before  tlie  House  till  he  obtained  protection 
for  the  people  on  the  Lord's  Day. 

Mr.  Ward  moved^  as  an  nmendjnent, 
that  the  Bill  be  read  a  second  time  this  day 
six  months.  He  did  so  without  the  slightest 
wish  to  approach  the  subject  with  anything 
like  ribaldry,  but  from  the  firmest  convic- 
tion that  the  measure  was  most  objection- 
able in  point  of  principle.  So  far  as  he 
ooald  discover  any  principle  on  which  the 
measure  was  founded,  the  only  principle  he 
oould  discover  was,  that  all  classes  were 
bound  to  abide  by  every  word  contained 
in  the  fourth  commandment,  and  if  that 
really  was  the  principle  on  which  the  hon. 
Baronet  set  out,  then  he  must  say  the  hon. 
Baronet  had  failed  to  carry  out  that  prin- 
ciple; for,  by  the  26th  clause,  he  excepted 
menial  servants  from  the  operation  of  the 
Bill.  This  was  contrary  to  Divine  law, 
which,  if  leeislation  was  to  take  place, 
ought  to  be  adhered  to.  The  hon.  Baronet 
said,  that  this  was  a  Bill  of  liberty  to  the 
poor  man  ;  but  what  liberty  did  he  leave? 
Why,  the  hon.  Baronet  took  away  from 
him  the  power  of  locomotion»-he  confin- 
ed him  within  the  narrow  street  of  a 
great  metropolis  in  which  his  daily  work 
was  performed.  No  omnibus  was  to  run 
to  carry  him  to  fresh  air,  no  steamboat  was 
to  ply — and  yet  the  hon.  Baronet  called 
this  a  poor  man's  Bill.  Though,  doubt- 
less, the  Bill  would  by  its  operation  subject 
the  rich  to  some  inconvenience,  yet  he 
denied  that  it  would  work  relief  to  the 
poor  labouring  classes— on  the  contrary,  it 
would  press  with  tenfold  hardship  on  them. 
The  very  first  clause  prevented  them  from 
purchasing  food  on  the  Sunday  morning, 
though  they  had  not  been  paid  their  earn- 
ings until  a  late  hour  on  the  preceding 
night.  If  the  poor  man  should  walk  out 
in  order  to  escape  from  the  confinement  to 
which  the  hon.Baronet  would  stOl  hold  him, 
he  would  find  the  tea-gardens  closed  against 
him,  and  even  the  most  wholesome  beverage 
denied  to  him.  He  would  not«weary  the 
House  by  eoing  into  details ;  but  he  asked 
the  hon.  Baronet  whether  he  thought  it 
possihle  that  in  a  ereat  commercial  country 
like  this  any  BiU  could  possibly  pass,  by 
which  all  transactions,  of  whatever  descrip- 
tion, and  under  whatever  circumstances, 
would  be  stopped  for  one  day  ?  The  Bill 
went  to  the  extent  of  preventing  the  sail- 
ing of  ships  on  Sunday,  even  though  the 
wind,  which  might  for  some  time  have 
been  adverse,  should  accidentally  be  favour- 
able on  that  day.  Did  not  the  hon.  Baro- 
net  know  that  Divine  Service  was  always, 

fi  kwt  ia  King's  ships,  pe(fonn«d  oa  $uiu 


day  while  sailing;  and  on  the  other  hand, 
that  it  was  most  probable  that,  while  ships 
were  in  harbour,  the  sailors  would  go  on 
shore  on  Sundays  as  well  as  other  days, 
and  enter  into  every  sort  of  debauchery  ? 
He  did  not  know  whether  it  was  in  the 
recollection  of  hon.  Members  that  this  sub- 
ject was  once  submitted  to  the  House  of 
Assembly  in  the  United  States  of  North 
America.  It  was  supported  by  petitions 
from  some  most  respectable  men  in  that 
country.  WeU,  in  the  American  Assembly 
a  report  was  made ;  and  the  restriction  was 
proposed  to  be  confined  to  the  mail-coaches^ 
which  were  not  to  be  allowed  to  travel  en 
the  Sunday.  But  the  opponents  of  the 
measure  very  naturally  asked,-^'' Why 
confine  your  prayer  to  the  travelling  of  the 
mail?  Why  not  stop  all  the  executive 
functions  on  the  Sunday?  Why  not  re- 
quire an  Act  to  prevent  ships  from  sailing, 
or  an  army  from  marching,  on  that  day  V 
The  advocates  of  the  measure  seemed  to 
forget  that  the  functions  of  Government 
were  as  necessary  on  a  Sunday  as  any 
other  day  in  the  week,  and  that  it  was  the 
Government  who  enabled  even  the  peti- 
tioners to  worship  God  in  their  own 
manner,  in  peace.  But  all  this,  which  the 
Americans  considered  to  be  impracticable 
and  absurd,  the  hon.  Baronet  had  boldly 
proposed.  He  repeated,  that  in  a  great 
commercial  country  like  this  the  project 
was  impracticable,  and  on  these  grounds  he 
moved  the  amendment  which  he  had  al- 
ready stated  to  the  House.  He  concluded 
by  moving  that  the  Bill  be  read  a  second 
time  that  day  six  months. 

Captain  Pechell  said,  that  he  had  pre- 
sented some  petitions  praying  for  the  better 
observance  of  the  Sabbath,  and  was  anxious 
to  support  some  legislative  measure  on  the 
subject.  He  found  it  impossible,  however, 
to  give  his  vote  in  favour  of  the  Bill  before 
the  House,  because  it  was  quite  impossible 
to  modify  it  so  as  to  make  it  a  tolerable 
measure.  From  most  of  the  fishing  ports 
the  fishing  boats  sailed  on  Sunday  after- 
noon, the  fishermen  coming  in  on  the 
Saturday,  to  enable  them  to  perform  their 
religious  duties.  The  hon.  Baronet's  Bill 
would  put  a  stop  to  the  whole  of  the 
fisheries  of  this  country. 

Colonel  ThompBon  would  oppose  the  Bill 
on  a  broader  ground  than  any  that  had 
been  stated  yet.  He  would  assert  roundly, 
that  there  was  no  basis  in  the  Christian 
Scriptures  for  the  attempt  to  enforce  the 
Judaical  observance  of  the  Sabbath ;  and, 
if   Members  on  the  other  side  thought 

difimotlyi  he  ctoUeoged  then  to  produo^ 
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Iheir  proofs.  If  ibe  Catholic  Memben  in 
thai  House  were  to  brio^  in  a  Bill,  the 
|ireamble  of  which  declared,  that  the 
sacrifice  of  the  mass  was  a  principal  part 
of  the  true  scnrice  of  God,  it  would  be 
considered  as  an  indecent  and  anjastifi- 
able  attempt  to  force  their  own  religious 
opinions  on  those  who  denied  their 
authenticity.  It  was  equally  indecent 
and  onJQstifiable  for  Members  on  the 
other  side  to  attempt  to  force  their  own 
opinions  upon  those  who  totally  denied 
the  existence  of  any  authority  lor  them 
in  the  Scripture,  from  which  they  were 
professed  to  be  deduced. 

Mr.  AgUtmlnfj  amidst  general  cries  of 
**  Question,^  read  a  letter,  which  he  had 
received  from  the  Secretary  of  the  Me- 
chanics* Institation  at  Cockermouth, 
thanking  him  for  the  opposition  he  offered 
to  the  Sunday  Bills.  He  thought  that 
letter  was  a  proof  that  the  statement  of 
the  hon.  Baronet,  that  the  poorer  classes 
were  all  in  farour  of  the  Bill  before  the 
House  was  not  correct, 

Mr.  Shaw  would  support  the  second 
reading  of  the  Bill,  although  he  could  not 
approve  of  all  its  details.  He  felt,  with 
the  many  petitions  that  bad  addressed  the 
House  on  the  subject,  in  petitions  pre- 
sented by  himself  and  other  Members, 
that  some  enactment  to  enforce  the  better 
obsenrance  of  the  Lord's  day  was  impera- 
tively  required,  and  he  thought  the  proper 
mode  of  dealing  with  the  measure  then 
before  them  was  to  go  into  Committee 
upon  it,  and  there  tc  retain  what  was 
good,  and  to  strike  Out  what  was  ol:gec- 
tionable  in  its  provisions.  He  concurred 
in  the  statements  of  the  preamble,  that  it 
was  the  bounden  duty  of  Pariiammt  to 
protect  every  class  af  society  against  being 
required  to  sacrifice  their  comfort  and  re- 
ligious* privileges  on  the  Sabbath  day,  and 
that  the  laws  now  in  existence  were  found 
practicallf  insufficient  for  that  purpose. 
He  should  like  to  see  the  varioas  and 
nearly  obsolete  statutes  bearing  on  the 
question  repealed,  and  one  simple  and 
efficacious  enactment  substituted  fbr  them. 
Such  an  act,  he  thought,  ought  to  provide 
against  hiring,  trading,  drunkenness,  gam- 
ing, sporting,  and  everything  which  was 
iBCOPsistent  with  public  decomoi— 4n  all 
these  respects,  then,  1^  approved  of  the 
present  Bill— ^t  he  did  not  conceive  it 
possible  in  a  great  commercial  country, 
such  as  this,  to  retain  the  clauses  against 
nasiih  sailing,  or  matters  being  trans* 
nittid  by  public  conveyances  oc  the  Sab- 


bath day— neither  woald   be  aopport  the 
9th  and  lOth  daoses^  which  be  fdt  would 
bear  unevenly  upon  the   hotnUer  cUises 
in  prohibiting  them  from  the  use  of  hired 
caniages  and  horses  on  the  Sunday,  no- 
less  at  the  same  time  it  weie  possible  to 
prevent  the  higher  and  wealthier  classes 
from  using  their  own*      He  entirely  con- 
curred in  the  sentiment  which  had  been 
quoted  at  the  other  side  of   the  House, 
that  it  was  impossible  to  make  man  reii- 
giotts  by  Act  of   Parllaineiit.     He  wai 
aware  that  the  Sabbath  cooU  eoly  be  kept 
truly  holy  by  means  above  the  reach  o( 
human  legislatioo^bttt  still  be  considered 
it  was  the  duty  of  a  Christian  legislature 
to  promote  the  outward    obaervaooes  of 
morality,    to    suppress  everything  which 
oflended  against  the  public   m<Mw,  ^d 
to  prevent,  as  for  as  possible,  the  desecra- 
tion of  that  day  which  was    set  apart  ss 
well  by  the  law  as  by  reli^icMi  for  sacred 
purposes.     He  would,    therefore,  gladly 
vote  for  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill, 
believiog  diat  in  Committee  the  great  ob- 
ject he  had  in  view  might  be  promoted, 
while  in  other  respects  Uie  measure  could 
be  rendered  more  reasonable,  doe  regard 
being  had  to  the  existing  circamstaoces  of 
society. 

Lord  Artkvr  Lamox  expressed  his  de- 
termination to  vote  in  favour  of  the  second 
reading,  for  the  same  reason  as  that  stated 
by  the  preceding  speaker. 

Mr.  Pnftme  bad  voted  for  former  Bills 
introdoced  by  the  hon.  Baronet,  in  tbe 
hope  the  severity  of  their  enactments 
might  be  mitigated  in  Committee;  bat 
perceiving  that  the  present  measore  weii^  ^ 
even  further  than  any  of  the  precediog 
Bills  on  the  same  subject,  he  couU  not 
consent  to  vote  for  the  second  reading. 

Mr.  CtcsuMii^  Bruce^  though  he  oosld 
not  acquiesce  in  all  the  enactments  of  jbc 
BQI,  would  vote  for  the  second  readiogi 
because  be  thought  it  the  doty  of  that 
House  and  of  every  Christian  G<Mreiameot 
to  sanction,  as  far  as  possible,  by  huss* 
enactment^  the  dae  obsenraaoe  of  ^ 
Lord's  day. 

Mr.  Hngket  Hughes  roae  to  remind  ^ 
boo.  Member  for  Cambridge,  who  had  tf* 
pressed  his  intention  to  vote  agaiBSt  tbe 
present  BiU,  that  the  BUI  was  the  '^dits^ 
measure,  word  for  word,  to  which  tfail 
hon.  Member  had,  on  Ibnner  oeca^onfr 
eiven  his  support.  He  did  not  mess  to 
follow  the  example  of  the  hon.  Meffli^ 
for  Cambridge,  and  should  oertaialj  ^ 

Ibr  the  aeoood  isediivof  the  BilL 
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Sir  Stratford  Canning  was  favourable 
to  ihe  principle  of  the  Bill,  but  he  was 
aniious  to  guard  himself  against  the  sup- 
position that  he  was  ready  to  go  the  whole 
length  of  its  details.  Considering  that 
the  subject  was  one  of  great  importance, 
considering  also  the  number  of  petitions 
which  had  been  presented  with  respect  to 
it»  and  the  different  quarters  from  which 
they  came,  he  thought  it  would  be  more 
becoming  in  the  House  to  allow  the  Bill 
to  go  to  a  Committee,  there  to  be  altered, 
than  to  throw  it  out  at  the  present  stage. 

Lord  John  Ruisell  should  not  feel  in- 
disposed to  vote  for  the  second  reading  if 
he  thought  it  possible  that  the  Bill  could 
be  amended  in  Committee,  but  the  whole 
Bill  was,  in  his  opinion,  so  defective,  that 
not  a  single  clause  could  be  adopted  with 
advantage.  He  therefore  objected  to  pro- 
ceeding any  further  with  the  measure,  be- 
cause it  was  calculated  to  cast  ridicule 
upon  every  future  attempt  at  legislation 
on  the  subject. 

Mr.  Andrew  Johnston  was  rendered 
almost  wholly  inaudible  by  the  impatience 
of  the  House  to  divide.  He  was  under- 
stood to  express  his  regret  that  the  noble 
Lord  did  not  give  his  sanction  to  the  Bill, 
and  to  recommend  the  hon.  Baronet  (Sir 
Andrew  Agnew),  in  deference  to  the  feel- 
ing of  the  House,  to  make  his  measure 
less  extensive  in  its  operation. 

Mr.  Charles  Barclay  had  voted  for  the 
first  reading  of  the  Bill,  because  he 
thought  it  only  right  to  give  the  hon. 
Member  an  opportunity  of  introducing 
his  measure.  He  had  since  examined  the 
provisions  of  the  Bill,  and  they  were  cer- 
tainly of  such  a  nature  that  he  must 
oppose  them.  He  thought  that  those 
hon.  Members  who  had  expressed  an  in- 
tention to  vote  for  the  second  reading 
were  only  practising  a  delusion  on  the 
hon.  Baronet  (Sir  Andrew  Agnew),  be- 
cause every  one  of  them  had  expressed  a 
desire  to  see  the  Bill  totally  changed  in 
Committee.  It  was  not  his  lot  to  have 
travelled  abroad^  but,  from  all  that  be  had 
heard,  he  believed  the  Sabbath  was  far 
better  observed  in  this  country  than  in 
any  other;  and  he  was  of  opinion,  that  no 
legislative  enactment  that  could  be  devised 
would  compel  individuals  to  lead  a  more 
moral  or  more  religious  life.  He  was  un- 
willing to  interfere  with  the  amusements 
of  the  lower  classes.  He  liked  to  see  the 
children  in  his  neighbourhood  amusing 
themselves  on  a  Sunday  at  a  game  of 

^ickeii  or  io  taking  a  walk  io  the  ^(VK• 


noon.  He  could  not  bring  himself  to 
consent  to  prevent  the  lower  classes,  who 
were  confined  at  work  during  six  days  of 
the  week,  from  enjoying  themselves  during 
a  portion  of  the  seventh.  For  these  rea- 
sons he  should  vote  against  the  second 
reading  of  the  bill. 

Mr.  Hardy  said,  that  as  bis  hon.  Friend 
wished  for  a  stringent  observance  of  the 
Sabbath,  others  a  less  stringent  observ* 
ance  of  it^  and  another  class  of  persons  a 
very  lax  observance  of  it,  he  thought  the 
only  course  the  House  could  take  was,  to 
permit  the  Bill  to  go  into  Committee, 
when  every  Gentleman  would  have  the 
opportunity  of  submitting  such  amend- 
ments as  appeared  to  them  proper,  in 
order  to  make  the  Bill  assume  the  shape 
of  an  Act  of  Parliament. 
The  House  divided  on  the  original  ques* 
tion: — Ayes  43;    Noes  75;  Majority  32. 

Bill  put  off  for  six  months. 
List  of  the  Atbs. 

Bagot,  hon.  W.  Hale,  R.  B. 

Baines,  E.  Hardy,  J. 

Balfour,  T.  Hughes,  W.  IL 

Bateson,  Sir  R.  Jackson,  Sergeant 
Becket,  rt.  hon.  Sir  J.     Jones,  W. 

Brocklehurst,  J.  Lees,  J.  F. 

Bruce,  C.  L.  0.  Lefroy,  A. 

Chapman,  A.  Lennox,  Lord  A. 

Chichester,  A.  Lowiher,  J.  H. 

Chisholro,  A.  W.  Miles,  W. 

Conolly,  E.  M.  Pease,  J. 

Dunbar,  O.  Plumptre,  J.  P. 

Dunlop,  J.  Plunket,  hon.  R.  E. 

Eaton,  R.  J.  Shaw,  right  hon.  F. 

Edwards,  J.  Sheppard,T. 

Fector,  J.  M.  Smith,  A. 

Finch,  G.  Thompson,  Alderman 

Fleetwood,  P.  H.  Verney,  Sir  II. 

Fleming,  J.  Wilson,  H. 

Forbes,  W.  Young,  O.  F. 
Forster,  C.  S. 

Freroantle,  Sir  T.  tellers. 

Glynne,  Sir  S.  Agnew,  Sir  A. 

Green,  T.  Johnston,  A. 


List 

AgUonby,  H.  A. 
Alston,  R. 
Barclay,  C. 
Baring,  F. 
Barnard,  E.  G. 
Barry,  G.  S. 
Beauclerk,  Major 
Bernal,  R. 
Bish,  T. 
Bowes,  John 
Bowring,  Dr. 
Bridgeman,  U. 
Browne,  R.  D, 
Campbell,  Sir  J. 
Churchill,  Lord  C 
Clay,  W. 


oftlae  No&8, 

Clements,  Lord 
Codriogton,  Admiral 
Crawford,  W.  S. 
Crawley,  S* 
Curties,  H.  B. 
Duncorobe,  T. 
EbringtoD,  Lord 
Etphinstone,  H. 
Ewart,  W. 
Fttnoy,  Lofd  G. 
Fort,  J. 
Hawes,  B. 
Hawkins,  J.  H. 
Hector,  C  J. 
Heneage,  E. 

iionemtoi  B« 
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Bcrvick,  Lord 

J<fTlfyi« 

ManlaiMl,  iL 

Pechell,  Captain 
FfaiitpSy  M. 
Pbilipffi  G.  R. 
PotKT,  R. 
llocb«,D. 
Roebuck,  J*  A. 


Knwl^  bordJ. 
RtiUjvesL,  E. 

Sixirj^e,  Geocrai 

Striitt,  E. 

Surrer,  Ear!  of 
Tmlboi,  J.  H- 

TboiDffSoa.  Coioad 
Thonilej,  T. 
Trelan  oey.  Sir  W. 
Troobndpe,  Sar  E.  T- 
Viliiers,  C  P. 
W'Alev,T. 
Wilde,'  Serjeant 
WiUiams,  T.  P. 
WiJIiaiBS  W. 
Wyon,  rt.  boo.  C  W. 

Ward,  H.  G. 
Pryroe,  G. 


Paired  off. 


roR. 
Tookc,  W. 


AGAIXST. 

FergusoOj  Sir  R. 


CoMMUTATion  OP  Tithes  (Enolaxd.)] 
The  Hoiue  went  ioto  Cominiitee  od  the 
Tithes  CommatatioD  (England)  Bill. 

On  Clause  70  being  put, 

Mr.  Pry  me  rote  to  mofe,  that  this  toge- 
ther with  the  following  clause  be  expunged 
from  the  Bill.  As  the  law  now  stood,  the 
tithe-owner  had  no  remedy  against  the 
owner  of  the  land  :  his  remedy  was  against 
the  occupier,  and  he  asked  what  consider- 
ation there  was  given  in  this  Bill,  which 
would  always  give  the  tithe*owner  the  full 
and  in  many  cases  more  than  the  full  value 
of  his  tithe,  that  justified  the  putting  into 
his  hands  the  additional  remedy,  provided 
by  these  two  clauses,  against  the  owner  of 
the  land.  He  (Mr.  Pry  me)  had  taken  the 
trouble  of  looking  into  several  Enclosure 
bills  for  commuting  the  tithes  of  dif- 
ferent parishes  into  a  corn-rent-^Bills 
passed  with  the  consent  of  the  Incumbent, 
and  he  had  invariably  found  that  the 
clause  of  distress  gave  the  tithe-owner  only 
the  right  to  come  upon  the  occupier  for 
his  com*rent;  so  that  if  the  occupier  be- 
came bankrupt  he  lost  his  tithe,  as  the 
landlord  did  his  rent.  He  had  never 
known  any  one  of  those  Bills  in  which  any 
other  remedy  was  given ;  and  it  did  ap- 
pear to  him,  that  throughout  this  Bill  as 
well  ai  on  this  particular  point,  everything 
was  done  for  the  benefit  of  the  tithe-owner, 
and  no  care  was  taken  of  the  interests  of 
the  titUe-payer. 
^Tbf  Solkitor  0^$ral  ii^id,  it  appos^red^ 


bb 

Bill  was  fUBpJy  lo  lar 
bod  in  the 

Mr. 
dosore  Bills  to  which  fae 
the  icnedT  was  gi 
of  the  tenant,  there 
clanae   limiting   the 
crops, 

lying  upon  the 

'  The  SoiicUtr-Gemgrmlsaid^  thmt  aDovhif 
the  tithe-  owner  had  m  right  to  1ms  leoiecf 
against  the  goo^  of  the  teMiit,  in  respea 
of  which  the  tenant  was  afterwards  to  u^s 
credit  against  the  Undloid,  to  leaUicrt  hra 
to  such  goods  as  he  found  lyin^  vpon  V't 
land  was  in  lact,  to  leave  him  remediless; 
it  was  argningod  abnardmm  Co  propose  soct 
a  limitatioo,  for  in  that  case    tim   tilLe- 
owner  would  have  no    (»iitrDl   over  his 
remedy ;  the  tenant  having  merel j  to  re- 
move his  goods  off  the  premises,  and  sei 
htm  at  defiance.     He  (Mr.  Solicitor  Ge- 
neral) could  not  sit  down  without  refernoc 
to  the  remark  which  the  hon.  Member  K-: 
Cambridge    had  made,    and    which  was 
often  heard  from  some  Gendemen   in  the 
House :  namely,  that  the  Bill  was  in  fact 
calculated  to  produce  a  umlaterul  kind  of 
benefit  only  to  the  tithe-owner.     The  Bill 
should  be  looked  at  not  in  particular  and 
isolated  portions,  but  as  a  whole,  and  the 
inquiry  should  be  not  whether  they  or  that 
part  of  it  were  more  beneficial  to  one  party 
or  the  other,  but  whether,  taking-  all  its 
parts  together,  it  provided  for  a  fair  and 
equitable  commutation.    Taking  that  view 
of  it  he  did  not  think  it  would  be  considered 
unfair  to  give  the  owner  of  the  rent»cha^ 
the  remedy  which  these  clauses  provided, 
ousting  as  they  did  all  remedy  against  the 
person. 

Sir  Henry  Verney  considered,  that  as 
this  Bill  would  render  tithes  greatly  more 
valuable  than  they  were  at  present,  the  ob« 
jection  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Cambridge 
(Town),  was  one  of  great  importance  and 
well  worthy  of  the  noble  Lord^s  attention. 
The  noble  Lord  (John  Russell)  would  by 
carrying  this  Bill  confer  a  benefit  on  tba 
country  only  equal  in  extent  to  that  which 
he  had  already  conferred  upon  it  by  the  Re- 
form Bills  and  the  Poor-law  Bill ;  bat  he 

($ir  H,  Verney)  did  tbioki  tbit  io  f^m^ 
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the  remedy  to  the  tithe-owner  which 
these  clauses  provided  he  would  be  doing 
injustice. 

Lord  John  Russell :  The  queslioD  in  my 
opinion  is  nut  whether  the  amount  of  bene- 
fit conferred  by  this  Bill  on  the  tithe-owner 
or  the  tithe*payer  be  the  greater.  The  ob- 
ject of  this  Bill  is,  that  whatever  the  amount 
of  the  rent*charge  which  it  gives  the  tithe- 
owner,  whether  one- third  or  a^half,  or  one- 
qnarter  more  or  less  than  the  present 
amount  of  his  tithe,  the  tithe-owner 
should  have  a  sufficient  remedy  for  its  re- 
covery. Now  I  conceive  these  clauses 
to  provide  no  more  than  the  sufficient 
remedy  ;  however,  should  the  House  think 
otherwise,  I  shall  propose  another,  which 
I  have  now  in  my  hand,  giving  him  the 
power  of  bringing  an  action  for  his  rent 
charge.  Some  remedy  he  must  have,  or 
the  Bill  will  be  inoperative. 

It  was  formally  agreed  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cambridge  should  bring  for- 
ward bis  objection  at  a  future  stage  df  the 
Bill  and  the  clauses  were  postponed. 

On  the  76th  Clause  being  proposed, 

Mr.  T.  Duncombe  moved  to  leave  out 
the  following  words — **  or  the  tithes  of  fish, 
or  of  fishing,  or  to  the  tithes  of  mills,  or 
any  personal  tithes,  or  to  any  mixed  tithes 
not  arising  upon  land  ;"  and  to  add  these 
words,  by  way  of  proviso,  at  the  end  of  such 
section — "  that  from  and  after  the  passing 
of  this  Act,  all  tithes  of  fish  or  of  fishing, 
or  of  personal  tithes,  shall  cease  and  deter- 
mine. The  hon.  Member  said,  that  his  reason 
for  proposing  this  amendment  was,  that 
nothing  could  be  more  barbarous  and  cruel 
than  to  take  tithe  from  poor  fishermen, 
who  were  not  only  risking  their  little  pro- 
perty, but  also  their  lives,  in  catching  the 
fish  upon  which  the  tithe  was  collected. 
In  illustration  of  the  barbarity  of  this 
practice  he  read  an  extract  from  Cobbett*s 
Legacy  to  Parsons^  and  to  show  the  hard- 
ship of  personal  tithes  he  mentioned  a  case 
which  occurred  in  the  East  Riding  of 
Yorkshire  in  1833,  wherein  two  clerical 
magistrates  had  committed  a  poor  la- 
bouring man  to  prison  for  three  months  for 
non-payment  of  a  tithe  of  3s.  Ad.  upon  the 
amount  of  his  wages. 

Lord  John  Russell  admitted,  that  there 
was  great  hardship  in  these  personal  tithes  ; 
and  said,  that  for  his  own  part,  he  should 
be  glad  to  abolish  them.  At  the  same  time 
he  must  observe,  that  it  did  not  appear  to 
him  to  be  just  to  abolish  in  this  way,  by  a 
single  clause,  the  established  claims  of  the 


clergy.  He  thought,  that  the  Commis- 
sioners of  tithes  should  be  instructed  to 
collect  all  the  information  they  could  as  to 
the  nature  and  amount  of  the  species  of 
tithe  which  the  hon.  Member  for  Finsbury 
proposed  to  abolish.  They  ought  to  be  in- 
structed to  ascertain  the  number  of  cases 
in  which  the  clergy  had  a  right  to  this 
species  of  tithes,  and  then  it  would  be  for 
Parliament  to  determine  what  compensa- 
tion the  clergy  were  entitled  to  receive 
before  this  right  was  abolished.  It  was  a 
question  which,  for  the  sake  of  the  la- 
bourers and  fishermen  of  the  country, 
Parliament  ought  at  no  very  distant  day  to 
take  into  its  serious  consideration.  It 
ought  not,  however,  to  be  forgotten  that  a 
great  friend  of  the  church — he  meant  the 
Bishop  of  Exeter — had  declared  in  his 
place  in  Parliament  that  the  church  had  of 
late  generally  abandoned  its  right  to  per- 
sonal tithe.  Still  there  was  some  clergy- 
men who  were  disposed  to  stand  \ipon  their 
strict  right.  That  being  the  case,  he 
thought  the  House  ought  not  to  abolish 
the  right  without  inquiry  and  without 
compensation,  by  a  proviso  introduced  into 
a  clause  at  the  end  of  an  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment. 

The  Attomey'Oeneral  observed,  that 
hon.  Gentlemen  seemed  to  have  forgotten 
that  this  was  a  Bill  for  the  commutation  of 
tithe.  Now,  to  propose  the  abolition  of 
tithe  under  a  Bill  of  which  the  object  was 
the  commutation  of  tithe,  was  about  as 
preposterous  as  to  propose  to  abolish  mu- 
nicipal institutions  under  a  Bill  of  which 
the  object  was  to  amend  and  reform  such 
institutions.  For  such  a  proposition  as 
that  made  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Fins- 
bury  he  could  find  no  precedent^  nor  in- 
deed anything  analogous,  save  the  propo- 
sition to  which  he  had  just  alluded. 
Having  said  thus  much,  he  would  only, 
add,  that  if  the  hon.  Member  would  bring 
in  a  distinct  Bill  for  the  abolition  of  "  all 
tithe  of  fish,  or  of  fishing,  or  of  personal 
tithe,"  he  (the  Attorney-General)  would 
pledge  himself  to  support  it.  But  he 
must  oppose  any  proposition  which  was 
likely  to  clog  the  present  Bill  with  a 
clause  which  was  inconsistent  both  with 
its  title  and  its  spirit. 

Lord  John  Russell  said,  if  the  House 
should  be  of  opinion  that  personal  tithes 
should  be  abolished,  he  should  be  ready 
to  bring  in  a  Bill  on  the  subject,  but  he 
did  not  think  it  should  make  part  of  the 
present  measure. 
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land  can  never  be  effected  otherwise  than 
by  an  organic  change  in  the  constitution 
of  the  House  of  Lords;  I  therefore  call 
upon,  and  am  entitled  to  call  upon,  his 
Majesty's  Ministers,  and  to  ask  them 
whether  they  are  prepared  to  recommend 
such  a  measure  to  his  Majesty  ?  Of  this 
they  may  rest  assured,  that  they  will  find 
the  courage  of  the  House  of  Lords  unflinch- 
ing and  invincible.  I  am  persuaded  that 
there  is  not  a  single  Member  of  the  ma- 
jority by  which  such  signal  and  ignomin- 
ious defeats  have  been  inflicted  on  his  Ma- 
jesty's Ministers,  whom  any  menaces  either 
in  this  House  or  out  of  doors  will  cause 
to  swerve  from  the  path  of  duty.  The 
liOrds  are  quite  aware  of  their  own  strength. 
Ultra- Whiggism  and  Radicalism  are  like 
two  portentous  giants  brandishing  enor- 
mous clubs,  and  threatening  a  whole  pha- 
lanx of  antagonists  with  annihilation  at  a 
single  blow ;  but  if  any  adventurous  knighi 
advances  fearlessly  to  the  rencontre,  the 
two  colossal  monsters  are  at  once  meta* 
morphosed  into  gaunt  corporals,  and  their 
weapons  fall  powerless  from  their  bands. 
We  heard  a  great  deal  last  year  of  bully- 
ing and  blustering  about  altering  the  con- 
stitution of  the  House  of  Lords,  and  sundry 
formidable  notices  were  elicited  by  the  re- 
marks which  I  myself  took  the  liberty  to 
submit ;  but  all  this  vaunting  and  vapour- 
ing terminated  in  the  utter  abandonment 
of  the  propositions  thus  recorded,  and 
nothing  ensued  but  a  display  of  vague  and 
vapid  declamation.  Why  do  not  the 
Gentlemen  who,  out  of  doors,  are  the 
Bombardinians  and  Bombastes  Furio- 
Bos  of  reform  in  the  House  of  Lords,  come 
forward  at  this  moment  with  their  specific 
propositions  ?  The  Order  Book  is  before 
them,  pen  and  ink  are  at  their  service; 
and  I  cnallenge  any  one  of  them  to  place  a 
definite  motion  on  the  table.  Not  one  of 
them  has  ventured  to  take  so  bold  and  de- 
cisive a  step,  or  to  say  one  word  upon 
the  subject  within  these  walls.  [Several 
lion.  Members ;  The  Attorney-General .]  I 
beg  my  learned  Friend's  pardon  ;  [  forgot 
that  this  enviable  distinction  belonged  lo 
him;  and  the  ominous  Red  Book  lies  most 
seasonably  within  his  reach,  so  that  a  no- 
tice for  eflecting  an  organic  change  in  the 
constitution  of  the  House  of  Lords  may  ai 
this  moment  be  recorded  by  the  first  law- 
officer  of  the  Crown.  Sir,  his  Majesty's 
Ministers  have  in  no  respect  evinced  such 
linpaiatlelod  dexterity  as  in  muzzling  and 
manacling  their  Radical  conPederates.    In 


this  respect  they  remind  me  of  wliitloQce 
heard  concerning  oertaio  ladian  jug?kn, 
who  constituted,  a  few  yeers  ago,  the  de- 
light and  admiration  of  tbe  tneiropolis.   I 
was  informed,  that  each  of  these  woaderfbl 
conjurors,  among  other  ooiable  feats,  usd 
to  take  a  basket  full  of  boa  conatrictors  m 
of  a  cage,  and  would  allow  themwitfa  per- 
fect impunity  to  coil    round    bis  ihi^^Ls 
legs,  arms,  or  neck,  and  even,   I  beheTf, 
to  put  their  heads  into  bis  mouth.    If  am 
uninitiated  bystander  had  taken  any  simt- 
lar  liberties  with  these  dangerous  aoimaL^ 
he  would  at  once  have  been  stoi^  to  ibe 
quick ;  but  if  one  of  the  conjurors  held  ap 
his  forefinger,  or  touched   them  miULs 
wand,   they  quietly   uncoiled    themsflrei 
and  crawled  back  to  their  respective  deo». 
where  they  were  no  sooner  arrired  tiiaa 
their  eyes  glared,  their  mouths  foamed, 
and  their  hisses  were  so  appalling,  that  tk 
stoutest  heart  began  to  quaiL     The  Rani- 
cals  in  this  House  are  in  a  similar  state  cf 
subjugation   to  the  potent  spells  of  i^ 
Majesty's  Government.     The  left  wing  of 
the   confederate  army    pi  a  js  the   pote 
of  •'follow  my  leader''   with   the  saiw 
facility  as  the  right.     All  their  own  pecs- 
liar  nostrums  are  either  mitigated  or  kid 
on  the  shelf;  but  as  soon  as  they  retnm  to 
their  respective  constituencies,  and  reqaire 
to  make  a  grand  display  at  some  great 
dinner  or  public  meeting,  the  public  is  re- 
galed with  most  eloquent  effusions  upon 
House  of  Lords  reform,  or  annaal  parlia- 
ments, or  any  of  the  other  peculiar  doc- 
trines which  bewilder  and  impose  apon  the 
multitude.    Look,  for  instance,  at  the  case 
of  my  bon.  Friend,  the  Member  for  Mid- 
dlesex ;  he  seems  to  me  to  have  of  U^^ 
had  at  least  two  fits  of  political  paraiy^^*' 
his  mouth  is  drawn  altogether  to  one  side; 
bis  tongue  refuses  any  longer  to  dischsrge 
that  e^ort  which  is  at  one  time  execute<l 
wfth  so  much  zeal  and  ability,  of  demolish- 
ing  superfluous  patronage,  and  denoaacia^ 
Ministerial  profusion.     Ah,  Sir,  my  ^^' 
Friend  would  not  have  been  caught  nap- 
ping if  a  Tory  Government  had  proposed 
such  extravagant    measures  as   he  now 
leaves  for  the  salutary  correction  of  ^^<^ 
House  of  Lords.     We  should  then  ha"^ 
had   no  voting  that  black  was  white,  but 
we  should  have  had  debate  upon  dfbalf, 
and    division    upon    division,    and  eveiv 
clauf^e  would  have  been  sifted,  and  every 
fnu'tioii  of  every  charge  contested,  wiih 
unsbiinkiiig  pertinncily,  and   ihe  li»U  o^ 
niujorilies  and  minorities  would  have  been 
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circulated  in  red  and  black  ink  throughout 
every  district  in  the  empire.  Before  I  con- 
clude, I  once  more  turn  to  the  noble  Lord, 
and  ask  him  how  he  expects,  that  without 
tin  organic  change  in  the  House  of  Lords, 
he  can  ever  hope  to  carry  the  clause  for 
pillaging  the  Church  of  Ireland  of  its  pro- 
perty, or  any  Bill  for  establishing  through- 
out Ireland  a  chain  of  Popish  fortresses 
for  endangering  the  security  of  the  Pro- 
testant population  7  Does  the  noble  Loid 
recollect  the  expedient  to  which  Brennus 
had  recourse  for  overwhelming  that  august 
assembly  of  Roman  patricians  whose  con- 
stancy he  could  not  subdue?  He  led  into 
the  senate-house  **  a  bund  of  fierce  bar- 
barians from  the  hills,"  and  immolated 
those  illustrious  patriots  at  the  shrine  of 
their  gods  and  of  their  country.  And 
thus,  Sir,  the  noble  Lord,  if  he  wishes  to 
carry  through  these  pernicious  enact- 
ments, must  march  into  the.  House  of 
Lords  with  l/>0  titled  lacquies  in  blue  and 
buff  liveries  at  his  heels.  The  noble  I^ord 
has  quoted  the  opinion  of  a  distinguished 
foreigner  with  regard  to  the  comparative 
merits  of  the  Houses  of  Parliament.  Sir, 
1  contend,  if  we  may  judge  from  experience 
and  observation,  there  is  a  great  prepon- 
derance in  this  country  of  hereditary  over 
elective  talent.  How  few  Bills  are  ever 
sent  up  from  this  House  which  do  not 
bear  the  most  palpable  and  humiliating 
marka  of  crude  and  partial  legislation  t 
And  it  is  as  much  the  practice,  as  it  is  the 
province  of  the  House  of  Peers,  to  detect 
our  anomalies,  to  rectify  our  blunders,  to 
supply  our  omissions,  and  to  reconcile  our 
incongruities.  I  ask  every  one  who  hears 
mcj  whether  there  is  any  comparison  be- 
tween the  attention  paid  to  our  debates, 
and  the  interest  excited  when  the  same 
question  is  discussed  in  another  place? 
How  few  Peers  are  found  seated  during 
onr  debates  on  the  commodious  benches 
provided  for  their  reception ;  bot  when  the 
very  same  Bill  is  discussed  in  the  House 
of  Lords,  we  find  half  the  Cabinet  Minis- 
ters, and  all  the  leaders  of  opposition,  and 
even  many  of  the  staunchest  House  of 
Lords'  reformers  standing  with  great  per- 
sonal inconvenience,  at  their  bar  for  hours 
together,  and  listening  with  delight,  per- 
haps not  unmingied  with  envy,  to  the 
wisdom  and  ability  which  are  there  con- 
tinually displayed.  How  grudgingly  do 
theiie  delighted  audilorK  retire,  when  sum- 
moned by  a  division- bell,  to  vote  upon 
some  question  in  this  House,  of  the  debate 


concerning  which  they  have  not  heard  one 
single  word.  But,  Sir,  we  cannot  be  sur- 
prised at  this  superiority  in  the  House  of 
Lords,  when  we  remember  that  there  are 
found  in  that  assembly  the  most  learned 
of  our  clergy,  the  most  profound  of  our 
lawyers,  the  most  distinguished  of  our 
heroes,  and  the  most  influential  of  our 
country  gentlemen.  I  conclude  by  re- 
iterating the  expression  of  ray  conviction, 
that  the  conduct  of  the  House  of  Lords 
will  create  throughout  the  country  a  feel- 
ing of  confidence,  and  thankfulness  on 
the  part  of  those  whose  approbation  it 
must  be  the  object  of  every  generous  and 
well-regulated  mind  to  conciliate  and  to 
possess,  and  that  the  names  of  those  noble- 
men who  have  stood  prominently  forward 
as  the  defenders  of  our  Protestant  insti- 
tutions, will  be  handed  down  to  the  latest 
posterity  among  the  most  distinguished 
patriots  of  this  age  and  nation. 

Lord  John  Russell  merely  rose  to  sa^, 
that  whatever  reason  th.ere  might  be  m 
the  bon,  Baronet*a  speech,  it  was  not  to  be 
taken  as  an  answer  to  anything  he  had 
said.  He  had  not  entered  into  the  merits 
of  the  House  of  Lords.  He  had  said  no- 
thing, nor  had  he  intended  to  say  any- 
thing upon  the  question  whether  or  not 
they  were  deserving  of  that  high  panegyric 
which  the  hon.  Baronet  had  pronounced, 
upon  them.  He  therefore  hopea  the  House 
would  not  be  led  by  the  hon.  Baronet's 
speech  into  a  discussion  which  was  alto- 
gether foreign  to  the  occasion. 

Mr.  tf Time  admitted,  that  he  had  often 
stood  at  the  bar  of  the  House  of  Lords 
and  heard  with  astonishment  the  senti-. 
meuts  which  were  uttered  in  that  House. 
That  was  the  only  observation  made  by 
his  hon.  Friend  in  which  he  at  all  con- 
curred. His  hon.  Friend  had  talked  of 
the  insurmountable  obstacles  which  the 
House  of  Lords  presented  to  the  success  of 
measures  brought  forward  by  his  Majesty^a 
Ministers;  and  as  ha  appeared  to  speak 
with  some  authority  on  the  subject,  there 
was  no  hope  that  the  House  of  Peers  ever 
would  do  justice  to  Ireland. 

Sir  George  Sinclair  had  not  said  the 
Peers  never  would  do  justice  to  Ireland 
but  that  what  Mr.  O'Connell  called  justice 
to  Ireland,  never  could  be  accomplished 
without  an  orii^anic  change  in  the  consli* 
tut  ion  of  the  House  of  Lords. 

Mr.  Hume  coniinucdf  —  the  declaration 
of  his  hon.  Friend  amounted  to  this — 
that  the  Lordj»  never  would  do  what  he 
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lion.     He  did  think  the  conduct  of  the 
Peers  highly  detrimental  to  the  tranquillity 
and  good  government  of  the  country— 
standing  up,  and  intending,  as  his  hon. 
Friend  stated,  to  stand  up,  in  order  to  put 
a   stop   to  every  thing  which  afforded  a 
prospect  of  useful  and  sahitary  reform. 
Then    came    the    question  of  "  organic 
change,''  as  it  was  called ;  and  why  should 
there  not  be  an  organic  change,  if  neces- 
sary ?     What  was  the  House  of  Lords — 
what  was  the  House  of  Commons  estab- 
lished for,  if  not  to  promote  and  carry  on 
good  government  for   the  people?    If  it 
should  be  found  that  the  House  of  Lords, 
as  one  of  the  three  great  branches  for  con- 
ducting the   government  of  the  country, 
opposed  their  own  obstinacy  to  reason  and 
justice,  and  strenuously  persisted  in  refus- 
ing those  measures  which  were  deemed  es- 
sential by  the  representatives  of  the  people 
to  the  good  government  of  the  country, 
should  every  thing  continue  to  stand  still? 
Were    180  men,  however  individually  re- 
spectable, to  be  permitted  to  defeat  what- 
ever was  ^ood  and  beneficial  ?    Would  the 
people  always  remain  silent  and  allow  them 
to  dole  out  to  them  only  what  they  chose 
to  think  safe  and  advantageous?    When  a 
machine  was  used  for  any  particular  pur- 
pose, of  which  one  of  the  wheels  happened 
to  give  way  or  would  not  move,  it  was  ne- 
cessary to   replace   it.     His  hon.  Friend 
must  not  think  there  was  anything  sacred 
in  the  character  of  the  House  of  Lords 
which  would  enable  them  with  impunity  to 
obstruct  the  progress  of  salutary  reform  ; 
the  people  of  this  country  would  not  per- 
mit the  continuance  of  such  an  anomaly  in 
the  constitution.     He  was  not  prepared  to 
say  what  measures  would  be  necessary  in 
the  present  crisis  ;  but  he  well  recollected 
the  spot  where  he  and  his   hon.  Friend 
spoke  on  the  first  reform  question  in  that 
House.     The  maiden  speech  of  his  hon. 
Friend  was  in  favour  of  reform  ;    and  till 
lately  he  had  always  been  extremely  rea- 
sonable  and  desirous  that  every  measure 
should    be  carried  which  appeared  to  be 
for  the  general  benefit  and  advantage  of 
the  people.  If  the  other  House  obstinately 
refused  to   pass  measures  essentially  re- 
quisite for  the  peace  of  the  country,  what 
must  follow  ?     As  complete    an    organic 
change  as  had  been  efTected  in  the  repre- 
sentation of  the  people  must  take  place  in 
the  other  House  of  Parliament ;   and  after 
having  changed  and  limited  the  power  of 
the  Crowni  after  having  altered  and  im- 


proved the  character  and  powers  of  the 
Commons,  it  was  absolute  nonsense  to  say 
that  the  people  had  no  means  of  reforming 
the  House  of  Lords.  He  regretted  the 
question  had  come  to  this,  but  the  Lords 
had  themselves  to  thank  for  it,  by  breaking 
their  own  pledge,  unanimously  given,  to 
do  equal  justice  to  Ireland,  and  thereby 
calling  on  the  public  to  look  well  to  their 
conduct.  He  protested  against  their 
whole  conduct  in  this  affair.  They  were 
the  true  destructives — for  Conservatives 
they  certainly  could  not  he  called,  after 
the  course  they  had  pursued  with  regard 
to  this  Bill.  He  had  been  called  a  De- 
structive, but  it  was  of  pensions  and  sine- 
cures, not  of  the  rights  of  the  people.  He 
was  also  a  Constructive,  for  he  wished  to 
raise  in  the  room  of  the  old,  close,  rotten 
corporations  in  Ireland,  as  in  England  and 
Scotland,  a  well-considered,  liberal,  and 
effective  system  of  municipal  government, 
without  which  he  believed  the  people  of 
Ireland  would  not  and  ought  not  to  be 
satisfied,  but  of  which  he  regretted  to  say 
they  had  for  the  present  been  deprived  by 
the  absurd,  insane,  if  not  suicidal,  conduct 
of  the  House  of  Lords. 

Sir   James   Graham    had    heard   with 
great  satisfaction   the   commencement  of 
the  speech  of  his  nobis  Friend.    His  noble 
Friend  had  admitted  most  distinctly  that 
the  present  crisis  of  affairs  was  somewhat 
dangerous ;    and    feeling  that  to   be  the 
case,  he  certainly  thought  the  advice  of 
his   noble  Friend    at  once    prudent   and 
statesmanlike — that  the  House  should  pro- 
ceed with  calmness  and  deliberation,  and 
not  rush   prematurely    and    precipitately 
into  a  discussion  involving  matters  of  the 
greatest  delicacy,  and   important   to   the 
character,  the  constitutional  rights,    and 
privileges  of  both  branches  of  the  Legis- 
lature.   That  advice,  he  repeated,  he  con- 
sidered prudent,  statesmanlike,  and  worthy 
of  his  noble  Friend  ;  but  he  was  bound  at 
the  same  time  to  declare,  if  he  had  heard 
with  satisfaction  the  commencement  of  the 
speech  in  .which  that  advice  was  tendered, 
he  had  listened  to  the  conclusion  of  his 
noble  Friend's  address  with  feelings  of  a 
very   different  character.      If,    therefore, 
the  discussion  had  already  proceeded  fur^ 
ther  thad  was  consistent  with  the  recom- 
mendation contained  in  the  beginning  of 
his  noble  Friend's  speech,  be  was  bound 
to  say  the  inducement  which  led  to  it  had 
been  furnished  by  his  noble  Friend  him- 
self,   The  noble  Lord,  be  believed,  ad« 
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mittecl  that,  speaking  as  a  co-ordinate 
branch  of  the  Legislature,  they  were  not 
informed  of  the  nature  of  these  amend- 
ments, and  the  motion  of  the  noble  Lord 
was,  that  they  be  printed  previous  to  the 
adjournment,  in  order  to  their  being  after- 
wards taken  into  deliberate  consideration  ; 
yet.  having  stated  that,  the  noble  Lord 
immediately  proceeded  to  argue  on  the 
nature,  the  extent,  and  the  bearing  of 
those  amendments,  at  the  same  time,  cer- 
tainly, holding  out  strong  inducements  to 
the  House  not  to  concur  in  them— if,  in- 
deed, they  should  happen  to  agree  with 
him  that  the  amendments  in  the  Bill  were 
inconsistent  with  the  maintenance  of  the 
attachment  and  loyalty  of  the  people  of 
Ireland  to  this  country.  He  believed  the 
noble  Lord  had  gone  the  length,  if  not  of 
stating,  yet  leading  irresistibly  to  the  con- 
clusion, that  the  amendments  were  of  that 
description,  that  the  people  of  Ireland 
could  not,  and  ought  not  to  accept  the 
Bill.  Now,  if  he  could  bring  himsrlf  to 
believe  that  concession  after  concession 
should  naturally  produce  contentment  in 
Ireland,  even  almost  at  the  risk  of  in- 
curring danger,  he  might  be  led  to  pro- 
ceed in  that  course.  The  noble  Lord  had 
mentioned  various  concessions  ;  he  had  re- 
ferred to  the  concessions  of  1793,  when 
they  granted  to  those  professing  the 
Roman  Catholic  religion  in  Ireland  the 
enjoyment  of  the  elective  franchise;  he 
had  alluded  to  the  repeal  of  the  Test  and 
Corporation  Acts  in   Ireland,  which  long 

ftreceded  the  repeal  of  those  Acts  in  Eug- 
and,  but,  unfortunately,  without  leading 
to  the  same  happy  results.  His  noble 
Friend  had  mentioned  the  great  conces- 
sion of  1829,  which  placed  Roman  Ca- 
tholics on  a  footing  of  perfect  civil  equality 
with  Protestants,  and  the  inference  of  the 
noble  Lord  was,  that  because  these  great 
concessions  had  been  made,  and  as  he 
(Sir  James  Graham)  feared,  made  in  vain, 
they  must,  therefore,  continue  to  proceed 
in  that  direction.  He  could  not  see  the 
policy  of  that  advice.  When  great  na- 
tional concessions  had  been  made,  and 
those  who  made  them  were  disappointed 
in  the  expectations  they  most  reasonably 
entertained  before  consenting  to  them,  in- 
stead of  being  hurried  on  to  further  con- 
cession in  that  downward  path,  never 
crying  halt  to  consider  the  effects  pro- 
duced, and  whether  such  concessions  had 
been  made  altogether  in  vain,  he,  for  one, 

would  say,  that  t^  -arrived  wheo 


it  was  necessary  to  pause  in  so  fruitless,  if 
not  dangerous,  a  course.  [Cheer $  /rom 
Mr,  Evelyn  Venison.]  He  was  not  to  be 
deterred  by  the  cheers  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Nottingham  (Mr.  Evelyn  Dentson.) 
He  challenged  his  convincing  speech,  and 
cared  not  for  his  unconvincing  che«r.  The 
point  under  consideration  reminded  him 
of  the  observation  of  a  man  of  the 
greatest  experience  in  the  policy  and 
movements  of  Government  perhaps  now 
living, — he  alluded  to  a  saying  ascribed  to 
no  less  a  person  than  Prince  Talleyrand, 
— that  **  those  who  begin  a  Government 
of  concession,  never  fail  to  end  in  making 
some  concession  which  they  did  not  in- 
tend to  make  when  they  commenced  that 
career,  and  which  generally  proved  fatal 
to  themselves."     He  believed  that  savin? 

m,'  ^ 

was  true,  and  he  hoped  his  noble  Friend 
would  not,  in  the  result,  experience  it  to 
the  full  extent.  With  respect  to  what 
had  fallen  from  the  hon.  Member  for  Mid- 
dlesex, he  did  not  think,  if  unfortunately 
there  should  be  a  diBiculty  in  reconciling 
the  two  Houses,  they  were  called  on,  in 
the  first  instance,  to  solve  it.  It  was  the 
duty  of  the  executive  Government  first  of 
all  to  propose  the  mode  in  which  that  dif- 
Bculty  might  be  removed.  And,  if  he 
rightly  understood  the  noble  Lord,  he  ap- 
peared, not  distinctly,  indeed,  hut  faintly, 
to  shadow  forth  some  proposal  by  which 
even  now  matters  might  be  arranged.  He 
understood  him  to  say,  that  the  di6Sculty 
he  felt  in  adopting  the  Bill  as  amended 
was,  that  it  removed  from  Ireland  alto* 
gether  the  means  of  municipal  govern- 
ment, clearly  pointing  to  some  arrange- 
ment by  which  that  objection  might  be 
obviated.  Not  having  Parliamentary 
knowledge  of  those  amendments,  he  was 
not  now  prepared  to  enter  into  any  dis- 
cussion on  them;  but  if  it  were  necessary 
to  do  so,  he  should  point  out  fairly  and 
frankly  to  the  House,  as  he  did  when  the 
measure  was  originally  under  discussion, 
that  his  great  objections  were  to  tho 
constructive  part  of  the  Bill  as  ialro- 
duced  by  his  Majesty's  Ministers.  It 
was  distinctly  avowed,  it  had  never 
been  dissembled,  that  the  Bill,  as  sent  up 
to  the  other  House,  consisted  of  two  parts 
—the  one  destructive  of  the  whole  Corpo- 
rations of  Ireland,  the  other  constructive. 
On  the  destructive  part  of  the  Bill  there 
had  been  no  difference  of  opinion  on  either 
side  of  the  House,  the  whole  diBerence 

aroie  oa  the  coDitructive  part  of  the  Bill* 
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In  the  opinion  of  a  large  minority  of  this 
House,  the  constructive  part  of  the  measure 
was  held  to  be  most  objectionable,  and  as 
he  understood  (for  he  had  no  Parlia- 
mentary knowledge  of  the  fact),  a  large 
majority  of  the  other  House  of  Parliament 
had  determined  the  same.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Middlesex  had  said,  that  he 
waa  surprised  that  a  friend  of  reform, 
like  the  hon.  Baronet,  the  Member  for 
Caithness,  should  propose  further  con- 
cessions; and  the  hon.  Member  added,  if 
concession  of  that  in  which  a  majority  of 
that  House  concurred  was  required,  a  re- 
form of  the  House  of  Lords  would  be  ne- 
cessary. Now,  he  had  been  always  a 
steady,  uniform,  unflinching  reformer  ;  but 
he  was  ready  to  admit,  that  if  further  con- 
cessions were  to  be  extorted  by  a  threat  of 
an  organic  reform  of  the  House  of  Lords, 
then,  friend  as  he  was  of  reform,  he  must 
say,  that  he  was  not  a  friend  to  revolution; 
and  that,  born  as  he  had  been  in  a  country 
governed  under  a  limited  monarchy,  with 
Lords,  either  hereditary  or  nominated  by 
the  Crown,  and  not  elected  by  the  people, 
and  with  an  Assembly  representative  of 
the  people,  he  was  of  opinion  any  such 
organic  changes  as  was  suggested  would 
not  be  reform  but  revolution,  and  such 
a  reform  he  should  oppose  as  strongly 
as  his  humble  abilities  could  possibly 
enable  him.  The  hon.  Member  for  Mid- 
dlesex talked  of  a  majority  of  180  in  the 
other  House  in  contemptuous  terms;  but 
the  hon.  Member  seemed  to  forget  that 
the  House  of  Lords  had  powers,  rights,  and 
privileges  co-ordinate,  co-equal,  and  co- 
extensive with  the  House  of  Commons  ; 
and  the  question  was  nut  the  majority  in 
the  House  of  Lords,  but  whether  there 
should  be  an  equality  of  legislative  power 
between  those  two  branches  of  the  Legis- 
lature. It  might  be  right — the  time  might 
have  arrived  when  the  people  of  this  coun- 
try no  longer  desired  to  live  under  the 
form  of  government  framed  at  the  Restora- 
tion,  but  into  that  question  he  would  not 
now  enter.     He  would,  however,  say,  that 

fublic  men  in  this  and  the  other  House  of 
'arliaroeot  were  now  upon  their  trial  be- 
fore the  British  public.  He  believed  that 
the  people  of  this  country  were  still 
attached  to  the  form  of  government  under 
which  they  now  lived.  His  belief  also 
was,  he  repeated,  that  public  men,  either 
Ministers  or  aspiring  to  be  Ministers  of 
the  Crown,  in  this  or  the  other  House  of 
Farliftmenti  were  on  their  trial  before  the 


country:  and  he  further  believed  that  any 
false,  precipitate,  or  hasty  legislation  to- 
wards organic  change  would  not'be  par- 
doned by  the  people,  who  were  too  much 
attached  to  the  existing  institutions,  and 
too  sensible  of  the  liberties,  the  security, 
the  happiness  those  institutions  afforded 
them,  to  be  willing  to  risk  the  loss  for  the 
chance  of  a  mere  contingency.     If  he  was 
right  on  this  proposition,  the  House  must 
see  that,  in  the  present  position  of  affairs, 
it  ought  to  proceed  with  the  utmost  cau- 
tion.     The  hon.   Member  for  Middlesex 
had  been  pleased  to  say,  that  his  immedi- 
ate  support  of,   or  connexion    with,  the 
present  Ministry,  was  from  a  fear  that  no 
Ministry  so  Radical  could  be  found  to  re- 
place them.     The  hon.  Gentleman  added 
also,    that    he    supported    his   Majesty's 
present  advisers   on    the   ground   of  the 
measures  they  had  brought  forward  with 
respect  to  Ireland.      The  hon.   Member 
was   frank,  not  only  in  Parliament,  but 
frank  also  with  the  public ;  and  there  was 
a  letter  of  his  published  last  month,  in 
which  he  stated,  that  "  as  a  good  Radical, 
he  felt  it  necessary  to  use  some  forbearance 
towards  the  present  advisers  of  the  Crown, 
until  certain  measures  for  Ireland  had  been 
passed.     Wait  till  they  are  carried,"  added 
the   hon.    Member,    "  and  then   wc  can 
assume  quite  a  different  tone."     When  he 
thus  saw  the  narrow  view  with  which  the 
hon.  Member  supported  the  Government 
in  these  further  concessions,  as  they  were 
termed — when  he  had  the  admission  that 
they  were  only  to  be  the  stepping-stones 
to  other  changes  to  which  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber thought  the  present  Ministers  would 
not  be  prepared  to  give  their  sanction — ho 
received  these  intimations  as  warnings  to 
the  Legislature  to  pause,  and  not  to  rush 
to  measures  which  were  confessedly  only  the 
means  of  effecting  the  still  greater  changes 
which  the  hon.  Member,  and  those  who 
thought  withhim, intended  toforce,atnodis-t 
tant  period,  on  the  attention  of  the  advisers 
of  the  Crown.  He  must,  however,  return  to 
the  point  on  which  he,  as  well  as  the  noble 
Lord  opposite,  had  started — namely, that  this 
discussion  was  premature,  [Cheers.l  He  un- 
derstood the  cheers  of  hon.  Members,  and 
in  answer  to  them  would  say,  that  if  he  had 
failed  to .  notice  what  had  fallen  from  the 
noble  Lord,  he  and  hon.  Members  on  his 
side  of  the  House  would  have  been  liable 
to  have  had  their  silence  misconstrued  and 
misrepresented.       Having  risen   without 
arty  intention  of  prolonging  the  debate,  bo 
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had  expressed  his  views  on  the  subject 
before  the  House  frankly  and  dispassion- 
ately. He  had  but  one  mode  of  addressing 
the  House,  which  was  always  to  express 
frankly  his  genuine  feelings,  and  he  had 
done  that  on  this  occasion.  He  could  not 
blind  himself  to  the  critical  emergency  of 
present  affairs,  and  he  could  not  think  that 
premature  discussion  could  be  conducive 
to  the  public  interests.  He  could  not  but 
regret  extremely  that  his  noble  Friend 
opposite  should  not  only  have  courted,  but 
actually  forced  on  this  discussion  by  the 
observations  he  had  made  at  the  conclu- 
sion of  his  speech.  If,  indeed,  this  system 
of  concessions  could  be  hoped  to  win  the 
afiTections  of  the  people  of  Ireland,  or  to 
render  those  persons  who  swayed  the  feel- 
ings of  that  people  satisfied,  even  at  the 
risk  of  departing  from  his  own  sense  of  the 
necessity  for  caution  and  prudence,  he 
might  be  induced  by  arguments  such  as  he 
had  not  yet  heard,  to  change  the  opinion 
he  entertained  and  had  expressed.  It  was, 
he  feared,  but  vain  to  hope  for  any  such 
results  as  those  he  had  just  stated  ;  and, 
therefore,  unless  he  heard  arguments  much 
stronger  than  any  that  had  been  yet  ad- 
vanced, he  was  still  prepared  to  adhere  to 
the  two  votes  he  gave  when  the  Bill  was 
last  before  the  House.  A  great  deal  had 
been  said  about  "justice  to  Ireland,*'  and 
the  expression  had  been  explained  by  the 
person  who  first  used  it,  and  who  distinctly 
stated,  that  without  an  organic  change  in 
the  House  of  Lords  it  would  be  impossible 
to  have  justice  done  to  Ireland.  To  that 
organic  change  he  (Sir  J.  Graham)  was  as 
much  opposed  as  to  revolution  itself.  Such 
being  his  present  views,  and  conceiving 
also  that  no  compromise — which  he  for 
one  disclaimed — was  possible,  he  was  not 
at  present  prepared  to  depart  from  the 
votes  he  had  given  on  former  occasions. 

Viscount  Clements :  I  feel  it  impossible  to 
hear  the  interests  of  the  Irish  peoplealluded 
to  as  they  have  been  without  protesting  in 
the  strongest  manner  against  it.  The 
blood  boils  in  my  Irish  veins  when  I  hear 
the  disposition  to  do  the  people  of  Ireland 
justice  called  concession.  Concession  !  Are 
the  Municipal  Corporations  of  England  to 
be  reformed  for  the  good  of  the  people  of 
England,  and  is  the  reform  of  the  Municipal 
Corporations  of  Ireland,  for  the  good  of  the 

r!ople  of  Ireland,  to  be  called  a  concession  ? 
repeat,  that  it  is  impossible  for  me  to 
listen  to  such  language  without  protesting 
in  the  strongest  manner  against  the  doctrine 

^bich  it  involves.    Sir.  I  much  fear  that 


the  Protestants  of  Ireland  have  raadi  more 
to  fear  from  their  zealous  bat  injudidoQs 
friends^  than  they  have  from  their  ivorst 
enemies.  For  myself,  I  hope  and  bdiefe 
that  I  am  conscientiously  attached  to  tbe 
religion  which  I  profess  ;  but  I  deeply  re- 
gret that  the  interests  of  that  religion  have 
been  taken  up  in  the  manner  in  which  they 
have  been  taken  up,  and  that  the  Tories 
seem  desirous  of  maintaining  the  distinctioa 
between  Catholics  and  Protestants  in  Ire- 
land, instead  of  trying  to  forget  all  religions 
differences,  and  to  merge  them  in  one 
general  feeling  for  the  common  good.  Sir, 
I  am  convinced  that  if  this  destructive 
measure  sent  to  us  by  the  House  of 
Lords  be  adopted  by  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, many  a  Protestant  in  Ireland  will 
lose  his  rights.  And  why  is  this  done  ? 
To  me  it  is  evident,  that  merely  for  the 
sake  of  destroving  the  rights  of  the  Catho- 
lics in  Ireland  the  House  of  Lords  has  con- 
sented to  destroy  the  rights  of  the  Protest- 
ants in' that  country.  We  have  been  told 
of  British  dominion  over  Ireland  !  To  such 
language  I  can  never  listen  without  resent- 
ment. Concession  and  dominion  !  Was  it 
concession  to  Ireland  when  the  penal  laws 
against  the  Catholics  in  that  country  were 
abrogated  ?  Was  not  that  abrogation  calcu- 
lated to  be  at  least  as  beneficial  to  the 
Protestants  of  Ireland  as  to  the  Catholics  ? 
I  will  alwavs  stand  up  for  the  country 
from  which  I  come  ;  and  I  will  never  hear 
the  terms  concession  or  dominion  applied 
with  reference  to  that  country  without  the 
frunk  expression  of  my  feelings.  The 
House  of  Lords,  by  the  course  which  they 
have  adopted  on  this  occasion,  have  prevent- 
ed much  good  from  being  done.  I  do  from 
the  bottom  of  my  heart  believe,  that  the 
majority  of  the  House  of  Lords  have 
taken  tbe  course  which  they  have  taken 
on  the  present  question,  because  they  dared 
to  do  with  reference  to  the  people  of  Ire- 
land what  they  did  not  dare  to  do  with  re- 
ference to  the  people  of  England.  Sir,  I 
may  have  been  led  into  too  great  warmth  in 
the  expression  of  my  opinions,  but  I  have 
for  apology  my  conviction,  that  if  the  major- 
ity of  the  House  of  Lords  be  permitted  to 
have  their  own  way  in  this  matter,  it  is  all 
over  with  popular  rights  in  Ireland  ;  and 
I  am  quite  sure  that  such  is  the  opinion  at 
the  present  moment  of  the  great  majority 
of  the  people  of  England. 

Mr.  Eveli^n  De?iison  :  The  right  hoa. 
Baronet  who  spoke  on  the  other  side  of  the 
House  indulged  in  an  admonition  addressed 
to  me  as  well  as  to  other  bon.  Members^  on 

the  danger  ef  the  path  eo  which  be  appct« 
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liendcd  we  wer«  about  to  enter.  Sir,  a  juster 
admonition  might  be  addressed  to  tbose 
who,  having  commenced  great  political  chan. 
get,  baring  laid  down  great  political  prin- 
ciplee,  do  not  follow  up  those  changes, 
or  pursue  those  principlea  to  their  proper 
termination.  The  right  hon.  Baronet 
launched  into  a  very  just  and  a  rery 
legitimate  deprecation  of  rashness  and  im~ 
prudNice.  But  if  he,  who  was  a  party  to 
Catholic  Erasncipation,  who  was  a  party  to 
the  Reform  of  Parliameot,  who  was  a  party 
to  the  resolution  of  the  House  declaring 
that  the  people  of  England  and  the  |>eopIe 
of  Irelana  were  entitled  to  equal  rights, 
will  suddenly  stop  short  in  that  laudable 
career,  and  will  substitute  for  action  ad- 
vice and  warning  to  tbose  misguided 
politicians,  as  he  conceives  them  to  be,  who 
are  disposed  to  oontioue  the  course  recom- 
mended by  his  early  example,  and  an  en- 
treaty to  pause  before  they  venture  further 
OB  their  path,  it  is,  I  should  suppose,  im- 
possible for  the  House  or  for  the  country 
to  contemplate  such  a  change  without 
feelings  of  great  dissatisractioD.  Sir,  when 
tlie  proper  time  arrives,  I  shall  be  prepared 
to  deliver  my  sentiments  on  the  alterations 
which  have  been  made  by  the  other  House 
of  Parliament  in  the  Irish  Municipal  Cor- 
porations Bill }  hut  I  now  mean  to  do, 
vhat  no  hon.  Member  who  has  pre- 
ceded me  has  done,  although  every  one 
lias  claimed  the  attention  of  the  House 
on  the  ground  of  his  intention  to  do  it — 
namely,  to  confine  my  ohservutions  to  the 
question  immediately  before  us.     Sir,  I  am 

ferfectly  satisfied  with  the  statement  whi(;h 
as  been  made  by  the  noble  Lord,  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment. That  noble  Lord  confined  his  ob- 
servations to  the  point  which  is  really 
under  our  consideration  ;  he  snid  nothing 
about  organic  changes  in  tlie  House  of 
Lords,  or  about  the  Irish  Church,  neither 
of  those  subjects  being  under  discussion. 
All  that  the  noble  Lord  said  was,  that  as 
the  Bill  for  the  Reform  of  Municipal  Cor- 
porations in  Ireland  had  come  down  from 
the  other  House  of  Parliament  with 
amendments,  he  should  more  that  those 
amendments  be  printed,  with  a  view  to 
their  being  taken  into  consideration  on  a 
future  day.  This  was  the  only  course  for 
the  noble  Lord,  in  the  peculiar  situation 
in  which  he  was  placed,  to  adopt ;  and  if 
he  had  not  taken  it  he  would  not  have  done 
his  duty.     I  will  not  enter  at  all  upon  the 

Jioestion  ;  I  will  My  nothing  of  the  clauses 
n  the  Bill  which  have  been  struck  out,  or 

vf  tfaof^  which  har«  be«a  substituted  j  ^t 
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I  cannot  hesitate  to  express  my  concurrence 
in  the  opinion  that  a  party  measure,  anni- 
hilating all  municipnl  government  in  Ire- 
land, is  a  proceeding  to  which  it  is  im- 
poesibte  that  this  House  can  agree.  With 
that  declaration  I  sit  down.  I  join  issue 
with  the  hon.  Baronet.  With  the  convic- 
tion that  the  eyes  of  the  country  are  upon 
us,  it  becomes  ua,  1  admit,  to  proceed  with 
caution  and  deliberation  ;  but  f  totally  dis- 
sent from  his  conclusion  as  to  the  course 
we  ought  to  follow.  1  hope  that  the  ex- 
ample of  decorum  and  forbearance  which 
has  been  set  by  the  noble  Lord  will  be  fol- 
lowed, and  that  this  debate  may  not  be  at 
present  continued. 

Mr.  Shav!  was  persuaded  his  right  hon. 
Friend  (Sir  J.  Graham)  would  be  very 
willing  to  abide  a  just  determination  of 
the  qneation  that  had  been  raised  by  the 
hon.  Gentleman  who  had  juatsat  down, 
whether  the  right  hon.  Baronet  was  more 
strictly  pursuing  the  principles  on  which 
he  had  acted  in  the  Goveinment  of  Lord 
Grey,  or  other  members  of  the  same 
Cabinet,  driven,  as  they  now  appeared, 
beyond  every  limit  they  had  prescribed  to 
themselves;  forced  on  by  a  pnrty  with 
whom  they  had  no  community  of  prin- 
ciple or  real  bond  of  union,  but  with  which 
they  were  merely  connected  by  a  tem- 
porary combination  formed  to  drive  a  rival 
Government  from  office,  and  which  had 
resulted  in  conferring  place  upon  the  pre- 
sent Ministry,  while  it  had  vested  all  real 
power  in  the  irresponsible  hands  of  the 
most  extreme  and  violent  portion  of  their 
nominal  supporters.  His  noble  Friend 
(Lord  Clements)  seemed  to  have  built  up 
castles  for  the  mere  pleasure  of  demolish- 
ing them,  for  neither  the  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet nor  any  one  on  ibat  side  of  the 
House  had  used  the  expression  "  British 
dominion"  as  applied  to  Ireland,  and  the 
term  "  concessions  "  had  been  familiarly 
used  b^  all  parlies  in  respect  to  Roman 
Catholic  disabilities,  without — for  any- 
thing he  had  ever  heard  before  that  night— 
giving  ofience  to  the  most  fastidious.  He 
must  certainly  concur  with  his  right  hon. 
Friend  (Sir  J.  Graham)  in  saying,  that  it 
was  the  uneipected  speech  of  the  noblo 
Lord,  the  Secretary  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment,   nhif^b    had    nrovolcpd    the    nrmpnt 
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to  erect  another,  equally  exdasive,  in  its 
place?  It  was  very  easy  for  the  hon. 
Member  to  attack  the  motives  of  those 
who  refused  their  assent  to  measures  of 
which  he  approved,  and  to  say  that  equal 
jutice  was  not  done  to  Ireland.  He  was  of 
opinion,  looking  at  the  state  of  that 
country,  and  the  great  influence  of  the 
Catholic  priesthood,  that  it  was  impossi- 
ble to  place  Ireland  at  the  present  mo- 
ment  on  the  same  footing  as  England,  and 
no  longer  ago  than  last  night  the  House 
passed  a  government  measure  of  a  pecu- 
liar nature — the  Irish  Constabulary  Bill — 
showing  that  the  condition  of  society  in 
Ireland  was  entirely  different  from  the 
state  of  the  population  of  England.  When 
this  was  the  case,  it  was  rather  too  hard 
ibr  hon.  Members  on  the  ministerial 
benches  to  blame  Gentlemen  opposed  to 
them,  for  refusing  to  extend  on  evisry  oc*- 
oasion,  and  without  distinction,  the  same 
legislative  measure  to  Ireland  and  Eng- 
land. 

Mr.  David  Rothe  did  not  rise  to  pro- 
long the  discussion,  but  to  protest  against 
the  assertion  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Dublin  University,  that  the 
Protestants  of  Ireland  would  accept  with 
pleasure  the  amended  Bill.  Such  might 
be  the  feeling  of  Orangemen,  but  he  de- 
nied that  the  Irish  Protestants  generally 
would  derive  any  gratification  from  the 
destruction  of  the  Corporations.  In  the 
town  which  be  had  the  honour  to  represent, 
the  Roman  Catholics  constituted  the  ma- 
jority of  the  population,  but  he  could 
conceive  no  reason  why  they  should  not 
bo  allowed  to  manage  theirown  local  affairs. 
The  right  hon.  Member  for  Cumberland 
had  spoken  of  Ireland  as  he  might  have 
done  of  Jamaica  or  any  dependency  of 
the  Crown  of  England;  he  denied  that 
Ireland  was  a  dependency ;  it  was  part 
of  the  United  Kingdom,  and  he  claimed 
for  it  perfect  equality  with  England.  If 
Irishmen  were  driven  to  look  for  Justice  to 
a  Repeal  of  the  Union,  he  would  not 
shrink  from  advocating  tlie  repeal.  But 
he  believed  that,  though  a  majority  of  the 
House  of  Lords  was  opposed  to  the  inter- 
ests of  Ireland,  the  majority  of  the  people 
of  England  and  of  Scotland  were  anxious 
to  see  justice  done  to  that  country. 

Mr.  WysB  said,  that  the  Dill  as  origin- 
nil  y  introduced  had  reference  to  rights 
which  belonged  to  Irishmen  as  free  sub- 
jects, and  if  by  any  act  of  theirs  they  im- 
plied they  were  not  entitled  to  themi  they 


at  once  admitted  that  they  were  unworthy 
of  the  name,  not  only  of  Irishmen,  bm  of 
free  men.  He  lost  his  seat  in  Parliament 
by  his  opposition  to  the  Repeal  of  the 
Union ;  and  he  could  tell  hon.  Members 
opposite  that  that  question  had  been  ad* 
vanced  not  by  the  eloquence  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman,  the  late  Member  for  Dul>lin, 
not  by  the  concessions  to  the  Catholics  in 
1829,  nor  by  the  Reform  Bill,  but  by  their 
own  conduct— by  the  wlthhoMing  of  con- 
cessions so  long,  that  when  at  last  they 
were  granted,  it  was  known  that  they  were 
granted  through  fear.  When  the  qaeation 
before  the  House  came  to  be  fully  dis* 
cussed,  he  was  sure  that  the  people  of  Ire- 
land would  express  their  sentiments  in  the 
strongest  possible  manner  through  their 
representatives.  The  proper  way  to  put 
the  question  was  simply  this: — whether 
the  people  of  Ireland  were  to  be  united 
with  the  people  of  England  in  all  senses, 
or  whether  the  Union  was  to  be  inter- 
preted after  the  fashion  of  hon.  Members 
opposite  ?  Ireland  would  not  rest  calmly 
with  anything  less  than  a  perfect  equality 
with  England ;  and  if  Irishmen  were  to  be 
told  that  they  were  not  to  hope  for  that 
equality,  then  they  would  have  to  consider 
how  they  could  obtain  it  by  their  own 
exertions. 

Mr.  Skarman  Crawford  lived  in  one  of 
the  most  Protestant  parts  of  Ireland,  and 
was  sure  that  the  Protestants  were  not 
adverse  to  the  enjoyment,  on  the  part  of 
the  people  of  Ireland,  of  political  rights. 
He  expressed  his  satisfaction  at  the  ge- 
neral tone  of  the  noble  IiOrd*s  (RusselFs) 
speech,  but  there  was  one  part  of  it  which 
had  filled  him  with  dismay.  He  was  sorry 
to  have  heard  the  noble  Lord  hint  at  the 
possibility  of  a  compromise,  by  a  limita- 
tion of  the  franchise,  or  by  a  reduction  of 
the  number  of  corporate  towns  in  Ireland. 
For  his  part,  he  rejoiced  that  the  Bill  bad 
been  sent  back  in* its  present  shape,  which 
put  all  compromise  out  of  the  question. 
The  Legislature  would  in  vain  endeavour 
to  give  satisfaction  to  Ireland  by  compro* 
mising  the  rights  of  that  country,  for  Ire- 
land would  be  content  with  nothing  less 
than  perfect  equality  with  England.  The 
letter  of  a  learned  gentleman  had  been 
alluded  to,  and  in  his  absence  he,  though 
often  dissenting  from  the  viewa  of  that 
Gentleman,  felt  called  on  (o  say,  that 
with  the  sentiments  expressed  in  that  let- 
ter he  cordially  concuired.  He  was  not 
anxious  for  a  Repeal  of  the  Union,  bat  if 
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jaitice  could  not  be  otberwMe  obtained  for 

Ireland,  he  would  most  cordially  join  in 
the  demand  for  a  separate  legislature. 

Dr.  Bowring  felt  some  surprise  that  the 
declaration  of  the  Hon.  Member  for  Mayo 
had  been  received  with  such  coldness  and 
indifference  by  the  House.  That  decla- 
ration^  be  it  remembered,  was  the  latest 
testimony  to  the  state  of  the  public  mind 
in  Ireland ;  and  that  public  mind  would 
aoon  find  abundant  echoes  in  this  country, 
unless  Ireland  were  really  and  truly  raised 
to  the  equality  she  had  a  right  to  occupy. 
When  the  question  of  a  Repeal  of  the 
Union  was  last  debated,  none  but  Irish 
Members  were  willing  to  advocate  it;  but 
if  the  present  system  were  persisted  in,  if  a 
perpetuul  injustice  towards  Ireland  were 
perpetrated,  the  question  of  the  Repeal  of 
the  Union  would  not  be  left  alone  to  Irish 
representatives,  for  many  of  the  representa- 
tives of  England  and  Scotland  would  unite 
in  demanding  the  repeal,  unless  equal  jus- 
tice were  obtained  for  Ireland.  He  did 
not  understand  what  was  meant  by  the 
word  colluion.  He  kne«^  the  duty  of  an 
honest  representative.  It  was  to  proceed 
in  a  straight-forward  path — it  was  to  re- 
move abuses— it  was  to  redress  wrongs — 
it  was  to  obtain  good  and  cheap  govern- 
ment for  the  people.  If  this  were  pre- 
vented by  those  who  were  blind  and  deaf 
to  the  state  and  to  the  power  of  public 
opinion,  on  them  and  them  alone  must  the 
responsibility  rest.  And  as  the  subject  of 
organic  changes  had  been  referred  to,  he 
wished  the  House  to  know  that  the  organic 
change  which  he  and  those  who  thought 
with  biro  insisted  on — aye  and  would  ob- 
tain in  spite  of  all  resistance — was  the 
organic  change  from  bad  to  good  govern- 
ment* If  in  the  struggle  for  this  great  end 
impediments  threw  themselves  in  the  way, 
those  impediments  would  be  removed,  and 
the  consequences,  be  they  what  they  might, 
would  be  solely  attributed  to  those  who 
placed  them  there. 

Lords  Amendments  were  ordered  to  be 
printed. 

County  Ratbs.]  Mr.  Hume  moved, 
pursuant  to  notice,  for  leave  to  bring  in  a 
Bill  to  authorise  the  rate- payers  in  coua- 
tt(  s  to  choose  representatives  to  form  a 
county  revenue  board  for  the  assessment, 
levying^  and  administration  of  the  county 
rate's. 

liOrd  Granvilic  Somerset  said,  that  he  did 
not  see  why  the  county  funds  should  be 


transferred  from  the  control  of  the  ma- 
gistrates, when  no  charge  of  malversation, 
or  other  alleged  cause,  was  assigned  for 
making  the  transfer.  It  was  casting  an 
imputation  upon  the  county  magistracy  of 
the  country  which  they  did  not  deserve. 
He  should  wish  to  hear  the  views  of  his 
Majesty's  Government  upon  this  subject. 

Lord  John  Russell  said,  that  the  proper 
time  to  discuss  the  merits  of  the  oill 
would  be  after  it  should  be  printed  ;  but 
be  could  not  refrain  from  saying,  that  he 
did  not  think  the  Bill  was  at  all  calculated 
to  cast  any  stigma  on  the  magistracy  of 
the  country.  He  did  not  see  why  a  more 
economical  mode  of  administering  the 
county  rates  might  not  be  adopted  with- 
out casting  any  imputation  upon  tbe 
county  magistrates.  He  would  be  happy 
to  see  the  subject  receive  full  investigation 
which  it  would  nsturally  do  in  tbe  ordi- 
nary course  of  business,  when  the  Bill 
would  be  introduced,  printed,  and  cirou- 
lated.  Hon.  Members  would  then  have  a 
much  better  opportunity  of  legislating  with 
effect  on  the  assessment  end  administra- 
tion of  county  rates  than  they  could  now 
do,  on  the  mere  statement  of  the  hoe. 
Member  for  Middlesex.  He  felt,  that  it 
would  be  a  harsh  and  unjust  interpreta- 
tion to  take  it  for  granted,  as  the  noble 
Lord  (G.  Somerset)  apprehended  it  might 
be,  that  the  introduction  of  such  a  Bill 
was  a  fact  in  itself  calculated  to  cast  a 
stigma  on  the  magistracy  of  England.  The 
inference  was  not  at  all  warranted  by  the 
circumstance..  He  was  not  prepared  to 
say,  that  he  would  support  the  Bill  of  the 
hon*  Gentleman ;  but  be  woul^  state,  that 
he  believed  there  was  a  great  wish  in 
many  parts  through  the  country  to  have 
a  more  intimate  control  over  the  outlay 
of  the  funds  of  the  corporations  than  at 
present  existed. 

Tbe  House  was  counted  out* 

H  O  U  s"e"0F    L O  R  D  S, 
Friday,  May  20,  1836. 

MiNOTRp.]    BiUi.    Received  Uie  Royal  Aoent: — CooaUbu* 

lary  (Ireland)  t  Bankniptl  (Irduxl) ;  Dlrldoii  of  CounUes 

Act  Amoicbnenlib 
Petitions  prctentod.    By  the  Bishop  of  WmcHnrBn  and  the 

Earl  of  HARBOfTBT,  ttata  varioiu  Places,  for  tbe  Seller 

OtMenranee  of  the  Sabbilh. 

A^ouraed  te  tbe  WhttMiB  HolUtayi* 

HOUSE   OF   COMMONS, 
Wednesday,   May  20,    1836. 

MijruTKflL]  Bills.  Read  a  Uiiid  thse  t^West-lndia  Judi- 
cature; Lunar  Montli*.  Rcdd  a  iiecond  time: — DeNrents 
and  Heriot«:  Batiknipti  Pund.— Read  a  flrtt  time;— 
CiaqiM  Poets. 
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DvBLiK  Election. — Right  of  Pe-| 
TiTioN.]  Mr.  O'Connell  (who  after  hav-  ' 
ing  beea  ejected  from  Dublio  by  an 
Election  Committee,  had  been  returned 
for  Kilkenny,  and  bad  this  evening  taken 
his  seat,)  presented  a  petition  from  certain 
electors  of  the  city  of  Dublin,  against  the 
sitting  Members  for  that  city.  He  con- 
ceived the  petition  to  come  within  the  sta- 
tute ;  but  if  any  doubt  arose  upon  the 
subject,  he  should  be  content  that  it 
should  be  printed,  and  that  the  opinion  of 
the  House  should  be  taken  upon  it  on  the 
first  day  of  sitting  after  the  recess.  He 
had  looked  carefully  into  all  the  authori- 
ties upon  the  point,  and  entertained  no 
doubt  whatever  that  the  petition— the  per- 
sons by  whom  it  was  subscribed  not  having 
been  parties  in  any  way  to  the  former  peti- 
tion— came  within  the  statute,  and,  con<^ 
sequcntly,  that  it  ought  to  be  received. 

Sir  James  Chraham  thought  that  the 
House  ought  not  to  be  called  upon  to  dis- 
cuss a  question  of  so  much  importance 
without  previous  notice.  The  case,  how- 
ever, arising  out  of  the  present  petition 
did  not  appear  to  him  to  be  a  new  one. 
In  the  year  1834,  the  House  determined 
upon  a  case  in  every  respect  strictly  ana- 
logous with  the  present.  In  that  case,  on 
the  very  day  on  which  the  petition  was 
presented,  the  House  came  to  the  decision 
that  it  could  not  be  received — he  alluded 
to  the  Monaghan  case.  In  that  case  the 
original  election  petition  was  presented  on 
the  5th  of  June.  On  the  2a  of  July  the 
Committee  was  struck,  and  on  the  dOth 
of  July  the  Committee  reported  that  Co- 
lonel Westenra  was  not  duly  elected,  and 
that  Edward  Lucas,  Esq.,  was  duly 
elected,  and  ought  to  have  been  returned. 
This  was  strictly  analogous  with  the  Re- 
port of  the  Dublin  Election  Committee.* 
The  House  was  aware  that  there  was  an 
annual  classification  of  petitions  of  this 
nature  ;  and,  in  that  classification,  a  dis- 
tinction was  always  drawn  between  those 
petitions  which  related  only  to  the  return 
of  the  candidate  petitioned  against,  and 
those  in  which  the  affirmation  was  n.ot 
only  that  the  return  of  the  sitting  Mem- 
ber was  undue,  but  that  another  candi- 
date had  been'  elected,  and  ought  to  have 
been  returned.  Under  the  Grenville  Act 
there  had  been  five  or  six  cases  in  which 
time  had  been  asked,  consequent  upon  the 
Report  of  the  Committee ;  but  in  all  those 
cases,  without  any  exception,  the  Report  of 
the  Committee  had  simply  been  that  the 


return  was  undue.    In  no  one  ease,  where 

time  had  been  granted,  had  the  Com' 
mittee  reported,  not  only  that  the  return 
was  undue,  but  that  the  party  petitiooing 
was  duly  elected,  and  ought  to  have  beea 
returned.  The  only  case  which  he  found 
upon  the  Journals  of  the  House  of  a  pe- 
tition ever  being  presented  after  the  report 
of  an  Election  Committee  constituted 
under  the  Grenville  Act,  in  which  it  was 
declared,  not  only  that  the  one  party  was 
not  duly  elected,  but  that  the  other  party 
was  duly  elected  and  ought  to  have  been 
returned,  was  the  case  of  Monaghan,  to 
which  he  had  already  referred. 

Mr.    O'Connell:    Will  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  allow  me  to  interrupt  him  for  one 
moment  ?     A  little  explanation  may,  per- 
haps,  prevent  further  discussion    at  this 
time.      I  could  not  present  this  petition 
sooner  than  to-day.    It  was  not  prepared 
till  within  the  last  few  days,  and  till  to-day 
I  have  not  been  competent  to  present    it. 
It  was  only  on  Monday  last  that  the  Re. 
port  of  the  Committee  was  made.     I  do 
not  apply  for  time ;  I  do  not  want  it.     I 
would  have  given  notice  of  my  intention 
to  present  the  petition  if  the  House  had 
sat  to-morrow,  or  even  on  Monday.     But 
as  this  is  the  last  day  on  which  the  House 
sits  for  nearly  a  fortnight,  and  as  the  day 
on  which  it  next  sits  will  be  the  laat  on 
which  such  a  petition  as  the  present  could 
be  received,  I  thought  it  better  to  lay  it 
upon  the  Table  this  evening,  in  order  that 
it  might  be  printed  prior  to  its  being  dis- 
cussed when  we  re-assemble  after  the  re- 
cess.    I  do  not  wish  it  to  be  prematurely 
discussed  now.     Having  intimated  to  the 
House  that  such  a  petition  is  in  existence. 
I  should  even  be  content  to  withdraw  it 
for  the  present.     But  whenever  it  is  dis* 
cussed,  I  shall  be  perfectly  prepared  to 
show  that  it  comes  within  the  statute,  that 
none  of  the  cases  alluded  to  by  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  apply  to  it>  and  that  gross 
injustice  will  be  done  if  it  be  not  received 
and  its  prayer  attended  to. 

Sir  James  Graham  did  not  wish  to  ar- 
gue the  question  now,  if  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  intended  to  withdraw  the 
petition ;  but  if  it  were  proposed  to  suffer 
it  to  lie  upon  the  Table,  it  would  be  his 
duty  to  call  the  attention  of  the  House  to 
those  circumstances  which  induced  him  to 
think  that  it  ought  not  to  be  received. 
When  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  in- 
terrupted him,  he  was  endeavouring  to 
state  to  the  House  the  grounds  of  the  de- 
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cMon  which  was  made  in  the  case  of  the 
Monaghan  petition.  The  present  petition 
could  be  regarded  in  no  other  light  than 
as  virtually  asking  for  the  appointment  of 
another  Committee  under  the  Grenville 
Act,  to  re-try  the  merits  of  the  last  Dub- 
lin election.  But  under  the  Grenville 
Act,  when  an  election  committee,  duly  ap- 
pointed, had  come  to  a  decision  as  to  the 
return  of  the  Member,  no  provision  what- 
ever was  made  for  any  appeal.  He  had 
stated,  that  since  the  passing  of  that  Act, 
iive  or  six  instances  had  occurred  of  pe- 
titions being  presented,  after  the  reports  of 
election  committees  had  been  made,  ask- 
ing for  the  fourteen  days  within  which,  by 
the  rule  of  the  House,  petitions  complain- 
ing of  the  return  of  'any  sitting  Member 
must  be  laid  upon  the  Table.  But  in 
each  of  those  five  or  six  cases,  the  report 
of  the  Committee  had  not  affirmed  the 
right  of  the  party  petitioning  to  be  re- 
turned, but  bad  only  adjudicated  upon  the 
simple  point  of  the  propriety  or  impro- 
priety of  the  return.  The  case  of  Mo- 
naghan  was  the  only  one  in  which  a  pe- 
tition had  been  presented  after  an  election 
committee  had  declared,  that  one  Member 
was  not  duly  elected^  and  that  another 
was  duly  elected,  and  ought  to  have  been 
returned.  And  how  was  that  petition  re- 
ceived ?  On  referring  to  the  Journals  of 
the  House,  he  found  on  the  13th  of 
August,  1834,  an  entry  to  this  effect : — 
"The  petition  of  certain  electors  of  the 
county  of  Monaghan,  complaining  of  the 
election  and  return  of  Edward  Lucas, 
Esq.,  being  presented,  the  entry  on  the 
Journals  of  the  30th  of  July  last,  of  the 
Report  of  the  Monaghan  Election  Com* 
mittee  was  read,  to  this  effect :  that  the 
Hon.  Henry  R.  Westenra  was  not  duly 
elected  a  knight  to  serve  in  Parliament  for 
the  county  of  Monaghan  ;  that  Edward 
Lucas,  Esq.,  was  duly  elected  a  knight, 
and  ought  to  have  been  returned  for  the 
said  county.*'  A  debate  ensued,  which 
ended  by  the  House  directing  the  petition 
to  be  withdrawn.  This  was  the  last  deci- 
sion which  the  House  had  come  to  upon  a 
matter  of  this  kind,  and,  believing  the  de- 
cision to  be  most  correct,  he  thought  that 
a  similar  course  ought  to  be  adopted  on 
the  present  occasion.  Seeing  that  the 
cases  of  Mouaghan  and  Dublin  were 
strictly  analogous  to  each  other,  he  thought 
that  the  precedent  laid  down  in  the  one 
ought  to  be  rigidly  adhered  to  in  the 
other.  With  that  view  he  should  now 
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move,  that  the  Report  of  the  Dublin 
Election  Committee,  entered  upon  the 
Journals  of  the  House  on  Monday  last,  be 
now  read. 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  rose 
to  call  the  attention  of  the  House  to  the 
position  in  which  the  question  now  stood. 
If  there  were  any  difficulty  upon  the  sub- 
ject he  thought  it  arose  out  of  the  circum- 
stance of  the  petition  being  presented  on 
the  last  day  of  the  House  sitting  prior  to 
the  recess.  If,  instead  of  adjourning  for 
ten  days,  the  House  were  only  about  to 
adjourn  till  Monday  next,  there  would^  he 
apprehended,  be  no  doubt  as  to  the  course 
that  ought  to  be  pursued,  namely,  to  print 
the  petition  and  take  the  discussion  upon 
it  on  Monday,  He  agreed  with  his  right 
hon.  Friend  (Sir  James  Graham)  that 
there  was  no  subject  on  which  it  behoved 
the  House  to  act  with  more  jealous  caution 
than  on  questions  of  this  description.  As 
some  difficulty  seemed  to  have  arisen  on 
the  present  occasion,  what  he  (the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Excheqner)  wished  to  do  was, 
to  suggest  that  which  appeared  to  him 
to  be  uie  fair  and  just  mode  of  dealing 
with  the  subject,  namely,  to  allow  the 
petition  to  lie  upon  the  table,  and  to  ad- 
journ the  discussion  upon  it  until  the  first 
day  of  the  House  sitting  after  the  re- 
cess. Meanwhile  hon.  Gentlemen  would 
have  an  opportunity  of  consulting  all  the 
precedents  upon  the  subject.  Unprepared 
as  he  was  at  that  moment,  he,  for  one, 
should  be  very  sorry^  to  be  called  upon  to 
pronounce  any  decision  as  to  the  ultimate 
course  that  the  House  ought  to  adopt. 
Of  the  contents  of  the  petition  he  knew 
nothing.  He  was  not  aware  of  the  exist- 
ence of  such  a  petition,  and  consequently 
was  wholly  unprepared  for  its  presentation 
on  that  occasion.  Therefore,  if  there  were 
now  any  question  before  the  House,  he 
should  move  as  an  amendment  that  the 
debate  be  adjourned  till  the  first  day  after 
the  recess. 

Sir  George  Clerk  understood,  that  this 
was  a  petition  in  the  nature  of  an  election 
petition.  It  was  a  petition  complaining  of 
an  undue  return,  declaring  that  persons  pro- 
nounced, by  aCommittee  constituted  accord- 
ing to  the  provisions  of  the  Grenville  Act, 
to  have  been  duly  returned,  were  not  duly 
returned.  If  it  were  an  election  petition,  he 
apprehended  that  no  question  could  arise  as 
to  whether  it  should  be  presented  or  whether 
it  should  be  allowed  to  lie  on  the  tabic.  He 
did  not  know  what  they  could  gain  hy  post- 
poning the  discussion.     They  could  not 
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be  callefl  upon  to  judge  from  the  allega-and  Harailtoa?     Because  the  CcMttinittee, 

tions  of  the  petitioo^  whether  it  were  de-  wheu   it  opened  a  commissioD  to  ^o   to 

serving  of  attentioo  or  not,  because  the  |  Dublin  for  the  purpose  of  taking  eTideiioe, 

question  had  already  been  tried  before  a  gave  direct  ious  to  that  commissioo,  limit. 

competent  tribunal,  by  which  a  decision  ing   them  to  particular  points  on   which 

that  ought  to  be  final  had  been  pronounced,  only  tiiev   were   to  take  evidence.      He 

There  was  no  difference  between  the  pre>  held  in  his  hand  a  copy  of  the  limitatioos 

sent  case  and  that  of  the  case  of  Monaghan.  imposed  upon  the  commission.     It  was  a 

It  was  proper,  therefore,  that   the  same  '  question  whether  any  recriminatory  evi- 

course  should  be  pursued.  |  (fence  was  to  be  admitted  against  the  ua- 

Mr.  O'ConTi^// said,  there  was  no  argu-  successful  candidates.      Upon   that   point 

ment  whatever  in  the  assertion  that  this  the  direction  given  to  the  commission  was, 

petition  could  not  be  received  because  it  that  no  recriminatory  evidence  should  be 

was   an    election    petition.     Undoubtedly  admitted  against  the  unsuccessful  caodi- 
the  question  was,  whether  it  could  be  re- ;  dates  except  so  far  as  regarded  the  di$. 

ceived,  and  that  question   he  was  quite  qualification    of   votes^  the    unsuccessful 

content  should  be   deliberately  discussed  candidates  not  being  parties  before    the 

and  decided.     He  did  not  rise  to  op))ose  Committee.     1*hat  being  the  case^  the  an- 

the  motion  that  the  petition  be  now  laid  successfiil  candidates  not  being  parties,  Dot 

on  the  table  and  printed,  and  the  debate  being   before  the   Committee  at   all,  the 

adjourned  till  the  first  day  after  the  recess.  Committee  might  well  say,  that  there  was 

His  object  in  rising  was  to  reply  to  some  no  evidence  against  them.     The  question, 

of  the  observations  that  had  fallen  from  then,   was,  whether  under  such  circum- 

therighthon.  Baronet  (Sir  James  Graham)  stances — whether,  according  to  a  correct 

opposite.     He  was  prepared  to  meet  the  construction    of  the  Grenville   Act — the 

right  hon.   Baronet  foot  to  foot.     Here  ,  decision  of  the  Election  Committee  was  one 

was  a  case  where  it  was  impossible  to  pre-  ;  that  ought  to  be  held  as  positivelv  final  ? 

sent  a  petition  sooner.  Here,  too,  was  a  case  i  The  words  of  the  statute  were,  that  the 

which,  in  other  respects,  differed  essentially  decision    of   the    Committee    should    be 

from  those  to  which  the  right  hon.  Baronet  '*  final  between  the  parties  to  all  intents 

had  referred.     In  this  instance  the  candi-  '  and  purposes."      Now    he    assured    the 

dates — the   Gentlemen   who  now  sat  for  House    that    in  this  instance  the  parties 

the  city  of   Dublin — were  not  parties  to  seated  by  the  decision  of  the  Committee 

the    original    election    petition  ;  and  the  '  were  not  parties  to  the  petition,  that  they 

words  of  the  statute  were  special^  that  the  were  so  far  from  being  pa*  ties  that  the 

decision  of  a  Committee,  appointed  under  Committee  expressly  excluded   any  evi- 

the   Grenville  Act  should    not    be  final  \  dence  of  a  recnminatory  character  against 

unless  it  were  a  decision  between  the  par-  |  them.     Whut  did  he  claim  for  the  present 

ties.     He  prayed  the  House  to  see  what  a  petitioners  ?      Nothing    more    than   that 

monstrous  thing  it  was  to  resist  the  course  their  petition  should  be  printed,  and  that 

he  proposed  to  take.    The  Report  of  the  the  contents  of  it  should  be  deliboately 

Dublin  Election  Committee,  presented  on  considered  on  the  first  day  of  the  le-aa. 

Monday  last,  contained  the  following  reso-  setnbling  of  the  House  after  the  reoen. 

tion  : — "  The   Committee   feel   it  to    be  The  question  that  arose  out  of  the  present 

their   duty  especially  to    report  to    the  case  was  one  that  had  never  been  deter- 

House  that  eight  persons,  viz.,  Matthew  mined.     It  was  out  of  the  statute.     The 

Nadden,  George  Osborn,  Patrick  Finucaue,  words  of  the  statute  were  precise.     They 

Oliver  Richards,  John  Forsyth,  Charles  stated   distinctly  and  precisely  that  the 

Dempsey,  James  Baldwin,   and  Andrew  Report  of  the  Committee  should  be  final 

Hutchinson,  were   struck  oif  the  poll  as  and    conclusive    '^  between   the    parties." 

having  voted  under  a  corrupt  expectation^  Messrs.  West  and  Hamilton  were  not  par- 

and  having  subsequently  received  money  ;  ties — nothing  was  heard  against  them-^ 
but  the   Committee   are   unanimously  of   yet  tiie   Committee    did    not    pronounce 

opinion    that   there  is   no  evidence    that  tht-m    guiltless,    but    returned   only  the 

Messrs.   West   and    Hamilton,  for  whom  Scotch  verdict  of  "  not  proven."     He  was 

tlioy   voted,   were   either   directly  or  in-  prepared  to  a'lopt  the  course  Miggested  by 

directly  implicated  in  such  corrupt  pr;ic-  the   Chancellor   of  the  Exchequer  if  tlic 

tiers.*' [/M/r.]  He adniirc'l  that  cheer  ;  but  House  thought  fit   to  adopt  it.     All  th«it 

would   the  hon.  ncntlemcn  wlu)  were  so  he  required  was,  thiit  in  this  csise,  where 

vofifVnuis  listen   to  the  reusoir  why  there  it  Wi»s  dcuionstritoil  that  bribtry  existed 

wns  no  evidence  to  implicate  Messrs.  West  — bribery   which   the  former   Committee 
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did  not  try,  because  those  on  whose  side 
it  was  committed  were  not  parties  to  the 
petition — there  should  be  allowed  an  oppor- 
tunity of  trying  it  now. 

Mr.  George  F,  Young  had  paused  much 
to  consider  whether  it  were  right  or  not 
on  his  part  in  that  stage  of  the  proceed- 
ings to  offer  one  word  to  the  House  upon 
the  subject.  He  believed  that  in  doing  so 
he  should  he  departing  from  that  line  of 
cautious  prudence  to  which,  perhaps  it 
might  be  most  wise  in  hiro  strictly  to  ad- 
here; but,  at  the  same  time,  rather  than 
run  the  risk  of  losing  any  portion  of  that 
character  for  candour  and  sincerity  whirh, 
he  trusted,  he  possessed  as  well  within  the 
walls  of  the  House  as  out  of  it,  he  felt 
bound  to  state  that,  reserving  for  the  pre- 
sent all  consideration  of  the  propriety  pr 
impropriety  of  the  views  which  influenced 
the  Committee  in  restricting  the  commis- 
sion as  to  the  evidence  to  be  taken  on  the 
question  of  bribery  on  the  side  of  the  un- 
successful candidates — reserving  himself 
upon  that  point,  he  feh,  that  he  was  bound 
in  candour  to  «ay,  that  the  Committee, 
having  precluded  the  Commissioners  from 
taking  evidence  upon  a  point  upon  which 
they  conceived  it  was  not  competent  to 
themselves  to  enter,  came  to  their  con- 
clusion under  the  fullest  impression  that  if 
Uiere  were  any  ground  for  the  allegation 
of  bribery  against  the  Members  who  were 
seated  in  consequence  of  their  Report,  it 
would  be  open  to  the  ophite  party  to  try 
that  question  by  presenting  a  petition  to 
the  House.  He  knew  not  whether  he  had 
acted  properly  or  not  in  muking  that 
declaration.  He  had  not  had  the  op|x)r* 
tunity  of  consulting  more  than  one  of  his 
oolkagues  upon  the  subject^  but  he  be* 
lieved,  that  what  he  had  stated  was  in 
strict  accordance  with  the  feelings  and  im- 
pressions of  all  the  Members  of  the  Com- 
mittee. Under  these  circumstances  he 
would  not  be  a  party  to  any  attempt  to 
exclude  any  parties  who  came  before  the 
Huuse  with  an  allegation  of  bribery  against 
the  sitting  Members  from  giving  such 
proof  as  it  was  in  their  power  to  oner. 

Mr.  Williams  Wynn  regretted,  that  the 
House  should  enter  into  any  discussion 
upon  the  merits  of  this  question.  Ques- 
tions of  disputed  election  were  by  law 
referred  to  a  Committee,  the  decision  of 
which  was  directed  to  be  final,  and  if  he 
(Mr.  Wynn)  were  rigiu,  if  ihe  House  of 
Comnioiis  had  been  ri^lil  for  the  sixty-six 
years  which  hud  etup»iMl  since  the  Hrsl 
passing  of  the  Grenville  Act,  if  the  House 
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had  been  right  in  all  its  former  determina- 
tions upon  questions  of  this  description,  it 
had  not  the  power  of  entertaining  any 
question  whatever  upon  the  determination 
of  an  election  Committee.  The  direction 
of  the  Act  was,  that  "  the  decision  of  the 
Committee  shall  be  final  to  all  intents  and 
purposes  whatever.*'  Thehon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Kilkenny  (Mr.  O'Connel!) 
had  referred  to  the  course  taken  in  the 
case  of  the  Canterbury  election  petition  as 
if  it  afforded  a  precedent  for  that  which 
he  now  proposed.  But  if  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  had  taken  the  trouble  to 
look  into  that  case  he  would  see,  that  it 
had  no  analogy  whatever  to  the  present. 
The  report  of  the  Canterbury  Election  Com- 
mittee was,  that  the  sitting  Members  were 
not  duly  returned,  and  that  the  petitioner 
was  duly  returned  ;  and  that  was  followed 
by  a  motion  on  the  opposite  side,  to  be  at 
liberty  to  question,  not  the  return,  but  the 
election,  upon  which  the  Committee  had 
not  reported.  In  so  doing  the  Committee 
had  acted  in  perfect  accordance  with  re- 
peated precedents,  in  which,  when  it 
appeared  that  clearly  on  the  face  of  the 
poll  the  petitioner  was  entitled  to  be  re- 
turned, they  reported  that  fact  without 
going  into  the  merits  of  the  election,  leav- 
ing it  open  to  the  electors  to  petition,  if 
they  thought  fit,  within  fourteen  days,  on 
the  merit  of  the  election.  He  (Mr.  Wynn) 
happened  perhaps  to  be  more  sensible  of 
the  full  weight  of  the  precedent  upon  this 
point,  because  one  like  it  was  connected 
with  his  own  family.  It  was  to  be  found 
in  the  case  of  the  Denbigh  election  in  the 
year  1742.  The  case  was  this:  there 
appeared  on  the  face  of  the  poll  to  be 
1,370  votes  in  favour  of  an  ancestor  of 
his,  and  between  800  and  900  in  favour 
of  Mr.  Myddleton.  Mr.  Myddleton*s 
brother  was  sheriflf,  and  returned  him  in 
the  face  of  the  large  majority  on  the  poll. 
The  House  determined  to  set  this  right, 
and  after  going  into  an  inquiry  upon  the 
point,  it  declared  that  the  petitioner  (his 
ance^itor)  ought  to  be  returned,  but  at  the 
same  time  gave  fourteen  days  to  the  elec- 
tors, or  any  other  person,  to  question  the 
merits  of  the  election.  A  similar  case 
occurred  in  the  election  for  the  county  of 
Bedford,  in  1784,  when  a  contest  took 
place  between  Mr.  St.  John  and  Loid 
Onslow.  In  that  case  the  committee  de- 
termined that  the  petitioner  had  a  right 
to  be  returned,  but  allowed  the  additional 
time  to  question  the  merits  of  the  election. 
20  2 
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But  in  the  present  instance  the  report  of 
the   coniinittee  was,  that   the  petitioners  I 
were  duly  elected,  and  ought  to  have  been 
returned.      No  petition,  therefore,  could 
be  presented  or  be  taken  into  consideration 
but  for  the  purpose  of  reversing  ihat  deci- 
sion.     But,   said   the   hon.   and   learned 
Gentleman,  "  these  arc  not  parties  before 
the  committee ;  the  electors  had  not  the 
power    of    questioning    the    election    of 
Messrs.  West  and  Hamilton  ;  the  sitting 
Members  had  (hat  power,  but  the  electors 
had  not,  because   Messrs.  West  and   Ha- 
milton were  not  parties."   Till  about  seven 
years  ago,  it  was  perfectly-true,  that  this 
apparent  hardship  was  one  to  which  the 
electors   might   be   subject.      Up   to   the 
year  1828,  those  who  had  voted  for  the 
sitting   Member  might,   either  in   conse- 
quence of  his  death,  or  supposing  him  to 
act  in  collusion  with  the  petitioner,  and 
not  bona  fide  to  defend  his  seat — in  either 
of  these  cases  the  electors  were  precluded, 
and  might,  without  any  fault  or  negligence 
of  their  own,  be  prevented  from  being  repre- 
sented by  the  persons  whom  they  had  chosen. 
But,  in  1828,  he  himself  had  the  honour 
of  introducing  an  Act  upon  this  subject, 
with  the  view  of  remedying  that  defect ; 
and  to  enable  the  electors,  in  the  case  of 
any  disputed  return,  to  prevent  the  possi- 
bih'ty  of  such  a  contingency  as  that  which 
be  had  pointed  out.     For  this  purpose  in 
one  clause  of  that  Bill  it  was  declared  that 
it  should  be  lawful,   ''at  any  time  within 
the  space  of  fourteen  days,  for  any  person 
or  persons  claiming  to  have  had  a  right  to 
vote  at  the  election,  to  petition  the  House 
^f  Commons,  praying  for  a  committee,  as 
a  party  or  parties,  to  defend  such  return, 
and  to  support  the  prayer  of  such  petition, 
and  such  person  or  persons  shall  thereupon 
be  admitted  as  a  party  or  parties,  together 
with  the  sitting  Members,  and  shall   be 
considered  as  such  to  all  intents  and  pur- 
poses  whatever."      Now   if    the   present 
petitioners  had   thought  fit,  in  the  first 
instance,  to  petition    under  that  clause, 
they  would  have  been  admitted  as  joint 
parties  to  oppose  the  petition — they  would 
have  had  the  full  right  of  recriminating,  if 
they  thought  fit,  whether  the  sitting  Mem- 
ber did  or  did  not  think  it  his  duty  so  to 
do.     He  would  merely  refer  to  the  fact 
that  during  a  period   of  sixty-six  years 
since  the  Grcnville  Act  was  passed,  that 
House  had  never,  for  one  moment,  given 
countenance  to  ihe  opportunity  of  ques- 
tioning the  decision  of  a  select  committee. 
It  had  held;  that  it  fhould  be,  as  it  was 


provided   for  by   the  statute,  abaolately 
final.     If  it  were  not,  ihev  would  be  re- 
opening  the  decision  of  every  eiectioo  case 
that  mi ^ht  come  liefore  the  Hoase.     Thej 
wo'.ld  have  parties  coming  forwaid  and  re- 
tr>ing every  case  which  bad  been  already  de- 
termined upon,  in  the'direct  face  of  the  words 
of  an  act  of  Parliament,  and  in  the  direct 
face  of  sixty-six  years*  practice.  Thertfore 
he  would  conclude  by  saying,  that  if  be  stood 
alone  be  would  divide  the   House  against 
this  petition  being  alluwed  to  lie  oii    ibe 
Table,  or  of  being  received  by  the  House. 
Dr.   Lushing  ton  did  not  rise   to  pro- 
nounce any  opinion  whether  the  petition 
ought  to  be  received  or  not ;  but  be  had 
heard  quite  enough  in  the  course  of  the 
present  debate  to  satisfy  his  mibd  that  it 
was  a  qoestioD  of  great  importance,  and 
ought  not  to  be  disposed  of  by  the  Hoase 
without  mature  consideration.     Whether 
this  petition  ought  to  be  received  or  not 
depended  upon  the  true  constnictioa    of 
the  Grenville  Act,  as  stated  by  his  right 
boo.  Friend,  upon  reference  also  to  that 
Act  of  Parliament  which  hb  right  hon. 
Friend  introduced,  and  upon  reference  to 
the  whole  train  of  decided  cases  daring 
the  last  sixty-six  years.     Now,  he  nmst 
be  a  very  bold  Member  of  Parliament,  and 
very  regardless  of  the  importance  of  this 
decision,  who  would  rashly  pronounce  an 
opinion  either  one  way  or  the  other,  with- 
out an  opportunity  of  considering  what  was 
the  force  of  those  enactments,  and  what 
the   applicability  of    those  decisions  by 
which  it  was  said  this  case  ought  to  be 
ruled.     He  must  be  prepared  to  bear  in 
mind  not  merely  the  whole  of  the  Grenville 
Act,  and  the  whole  of  the  particulars  of  that 
important  statute  to  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  referred,  but  he  must  be 
prepared  also,  without  any  notice  of  this 
petition,  without  any  previous  opportunity 
of  informing  his  mind  upon  the  subject, 
or    of    comparing    this    case    with    the 
Monaghan  or  any  other  case,  to  come  to 
a  conclusion  upon  a  most  important  ques- 
tion involving  the  validity  of  the  seats  of 
two  Members  of  that  House,   fn  hisjudg- 
ment,  he  who  pronounced  an  opinion  in 
any  way  upon  this  case,  without  applying 
himself  to  the  points  he  had  mentioned, 
and  without  any  consideration  whatever 
beyond  what  the  present  debate  afforded 
him  to  give  to  the  question,  did  injustice 
to  (he  parties.     He  was  decidedly  of  that 
opinion,  because  he  would  venture  to  say 
perhaps  he  might  make  an  exception  in 
favour  of  the  right  hoo.  Gentleman,  the 
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Member  for  ihe  county  of  Montgomery — 
that  the  great  majority  of  the  Members  of 
that  House  were  not  acquainted  with  the 
purport  of  those  statutes,  nor  of  the  de- 
cisions which  bore  upon  the  question. 
For  them,  therefore,  to  decide  upon  it 
without  deliberating,  without  thinking, 
without  examining,  would  be  to  run  the 
risk  of  doing  in6nite  injustice.  He  agreed 
to  the  position  that  this  peiition  ought  not 
to  be  received  unless  according  to  the 
statute  and  the  law  of  Parliament.  He 
agreed  that  in  strictness  the  proper  motion 
would  be,  not  that  the  petition  should  lie 
on  the  Table  and  be  printed  (although 
that  might  be  the  more  convenient  mode) 
but  that  this  debate  should  be  adjourned. 
By  adopting  that  course,  they  would  violate 
no  law  of  Parliament,  and  would  give  an 
opportunity  for  due  consideration,  which 
would  enable  the  House  to  do  justice  to 
the  parties.  He  agreed  further  with  his 
right  hon.  Friend,  that  if  this  was  one  of 
those  cases  in  which  the  decision  of  the 
Committee  ought  to  be  final  and  decisive, 
not  meri-iy  as  between  the  parlies  who  at- 
tended upon  the  hearing  of  the  petition, 
but  as  against  the  whole  world,  he  himself 
would  be  one  of  the  first,  whatever  in- 
justice might  have  been  accidentally  done 
by  the  Committee^  to  oppose  the  estab> 
lishing  a  precedent  that  would  lead  to  mis- 
chief. But  he  could  not  shut  his  eyes,  in 
the  consideration  of  this  question,  to  the 
declaration  which  had  been  made  by  the 
horn  Member  for  Tynemouth  (Mr.  Young) 
who  was  a  member  of  the  Committee.  He 
could  not  forget  that  that  hon.  Member 
had  told  the  House  that  the  Committee, 
'  right  or  wrong,  had  excluded  from  their 
consideration  one  of  the  most  important 
topics  that  could  enable  them  to  pronounce 
the  very  decision  to  which  they  had  come; 
that  was,  whether  the  now  sitting  Mem- 
bers had  themselves  been  guilty  of  bribery 
or  not.  It  might  turn  out  that  the  Com- 
mittee lost  their  way  and  were  in  error. 
But  he  would  say,  that  if,  according  to  the 
statement  of  the  member  of  that  Com- 
mittee, it  appeared  that  a  matter  which 
ought  to  have  received  a  just  investigation, 
had  received  none,  this  House  ought  to 
pause  before  it  affirmed  the  sentence  of 
that  Committee.  He  agreed  that  those 
cases  in  which  the  decision  related  to  the 
return,  had  no  applicability  to  the  point 
now  before  the  House.  But  when  they 
were  pronouncing  an  opinion  upon  this 
point,  which  the  great  majority  of  the 


House  had  never  been  called  upon  to  con- 
sider with  that  particularity  which  would 
enable  them  to  perceive  what  were  the 
precedents  that  applied  to  the  case,  he 
thought  they  ought  to  give  time  for  con- 
sideration. Why  should  they  be  led  into 
a  discussion  now  ?  Why  not  give  hon. 
Members  time  for  consideration  ?  The 
greater  the  importance  of  the  question, 
the  greater  the  reason  for  the  delay. 
[**  Hear,  hear,'  from  Mr,  Wynn,]  Very 
well.  If  his  right  hon.  Friend  agreed,  ho 
had  done. 

Mr.  Williams  Wynn  wished  to  explain. 
All  that  he  objected  to  was,  that  the 
House  should  take  the  slightest  step  which 
might  appear  as  if  it  admitted  such  a 
petition.  Either  it  was  an  election  petition 
or  it  was  not.  If  it  were  an  election  peti« 
tion,  it  ougKt  to  be  received  without  any 
question,  and  as  a  matter  of  right.  On 
the  other  hand,  if  it  were,  as  almost  every 
body  seemed  to  think  it  could  not  be,  then 
it  ought  not  to  be  received.  Therefore, 
as  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  would 
be  equally  within  the  fourteen  days  if  he 
were  to  present  the  petition  after  the  holi- 
days, he  (Mr.  Wynn)  would  suggest  that 
the  debate  should  be  adjourned  till  Monday 
the  30th  inst. 

Mr.  Hume  thought,  although  the  debate 
were  adjourned,  that  the  petition  might 
be  printed. 

Mr.  O'Connell  would  not  oppose  the 
adjournment  of  the  question  till  Monday, 
the  30tb.  But  he  begged  it  to  be  under- 
stood that  he  offered  the  petition  as  a 
matter  of  right. 

Lord  John  Russell  thought  the  ba»t 
course  for  taking  the  debate  on  the  ques- 
tion which  had  been  raised  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  would  be  to  agree  to  the 
adjournment.  Heagrecd  with  therighthon. 
Gentleman,  that  if  this  were  not  an  elec- 
tion petition  it  should  not  be  received  at 
all ;  and,  therefore,  until  that  question  was 
decided,  it  would  not  be  proper  that  the 
petition  should  be  laid  on  the  table. 

Debate  adjourned  to  Monday,  the  30th 
of  May. 

Timber  Ditties.]  Mr.  Hawes  wished 
to  put  a  question  to  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade,  with  regard  to  the  Timber  Duties. 
There  were  many  persons  interested  in  tiie 
Timber  Trade,  who  were  anxious  to  know 
what  course  his  Majesty's  Government  in- 

tended  to  take  in  reference  to  the  dutieii 
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was  tL.»vC«.-\  ii   urii^us  ai^u  unfair. 

V^A*      IS     SpAiy — Bk3t:5ij  C   h- 
w*k'>..]      Mr.  3/aCiVa«  Ri.iJ.  as  bis  ^ia- 

k-4fcf<ible  |/ait  lb  iLe  co-^iest  io  l:.e  u -"tlj- 
fern  |/i»fU  fA  Spain,  L#;  wii^?.  d  to  a!^t  l:je 
ii'^/lyle  l^jf'i  if  iii»Uu';tlor.t  Ls'J  bfctu  r'^er 
to  it. 'J  iji jtish  liavai  forc«  oo  Lhiil  c:>abl  tc 
UAt.fi.ie  with  our  co'i.fnerciaJ  reiit  :.esf  f 
He  t/^.'Zfcf » 'J  to  know  nheihtr,  sL;,p''S-iDcr 
ihat  fS«i(*eii,or  liub^iaii,  or  Afntricau  n  er- 
ciiaiiU  wished  lo  cairy  on  si  trade  «  th  iLe 
aUiicrenU  of  Doit  C^ilos,  in^trcrtjon^ 
would  be  given  t/>  ti.e  rruimrrs  tiiiJer  Lo;d 
John  lldy  to  proliibil  ihern. 

Vifecouiit  Palr/urt(on  could  oi.ly  shv, 
ti*at  ihe  inbtructfon«  given  to  the  roio- 
liiauder  of  the  Hriti»li  s^jua/iron  were  in 
•trii't  conformity  with  the  ewj^-ii^otueuis 
trntered  into  hy  Ooveriiment  in  the  treaty 
of  nnadruide  alhan^e, 

Mr.  Atadean  AiUtlf  that  hi«  question 
iva«  not  whiilher  the  iM«triictioni  issued 
were  in  the  ifiirit  oi  that  Intaty,  hut  whe- 
ther I  hey  author  iiied  interference  with  our 
commercial  reUtjont. 

Viiconnt  Palmenion  t  If  the  lion,  Gen- 
tleman disked  him  whnt  the  niititil)  ii(|uad- 
ron  would  do,  he  would  tell  Ihe  hon.  Mem- 
ber  that  he  could  nrit  uiitlertuka  to  hay 
H'hat  steps  l.0id  John  Idiy  iiii;;!!!  think 
proper  to  take.  Ihit,  if  any  cane  occurred 
in  which  the  naval  force  in  the  execution 

of  iCf  ioitruotioni  octed,  io  what  the  hon* 
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r;o  a'!i-»!frL  ii,.  Von  Jar,    tl.£   -•--  o^M»». 
He  w  .ul .  fj-s!  siEte  to  iht:  H:>^:j^  tiit  .'^^ 
a 'jrnrrtineTil   he   whs  d:»w   nr^TZ'-Z  *>?'*^ 
IK  I  be  of  sucV:  lOT.^  C"-Liirr.  »«  t*  at  »^' -•'*'' 
•  i.*d  uker  j-i^re  11.  l^o4.      «'  'b  reprdU' 
;  the  Ja-i  Tf   •-,  :t  »rs  in  rK:>5i"i'^'?  to  ••'^b 
anv  ccr  r«  rison,  a&  lue  it.  .  i^rs  bad  ^-^ 
rery  loas,  Jn  cc»njierM»e:.rc  cf  l'»c  ct-A'^X'^'''* 
Mijis-rtf'.     I».  1^:4,    ihe  rect-s  at  ^*'^ 
!  hdd  LsuJ  iilntteer.  d -\js  ai  ^V.  -t-sa^:  3e 
j  sii :   in  t'.e  present  yt^-,  the  krnjerbvi 
.  liiMed  elrveD  d  ivn,  a-^u  li.c  i*f:cr  «^'''" 
be  Dine  days,  ir.  Alni:  twcctv  dm  «>  ^'^j 
and  five  ies  tl.an  in  lS"Uk     h  wis  foeod 
necessary  now  t^  have  rather  a  lon^ef  w- 
journment  at  Whasiiritice. '  Foni5«^y  l|** 
recess  at  Blaster  had  been  the  longer.  ^^  * 
those  happy  days    [a  iaiKyi]    the  Hc«^ 
had  adjourned  shortly  mfter  WhitswW*^ 
The  consequence  of  a  loo^  adjovniBM**^ 
at  Easter,  wbeo  the  bnsiiiettvasco^pi'*' 
tively   light,  was,  that    the   HottK  •«* 
ohiigcd  to  sit  during  the  hot  months,  iod 
were    extremely  harassed   and    folig*^* 
This  year  the  weight  of  basiness  bad  ^'^ 
more  pressing,   which  bad  happened  pns* 

cipally  fnwi  the  oamber  of  Raflwt}  Dili 
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brought  before  the  House,  anil  from  ihe 
multitude  of  Committees,  tbe  demands  of 
which  on  the  lime  of  hon.  Members  were 
so  conBtBDtand  fatiguing,  that  the  altend- 
aitce  on  debates  of   the    House,    except 
upon  occasions  of  particular  interest,    was 
scanty  and  incomplete,  and  such  as    he 
thouglit  ahould  not  take  place  in  legisla- 
tive business,     If  they  waited  three  days 
more  than  usual,   making  ten  days  in  all. 
the  House  would  be  far  better  able  to  re- 
sume its  labours  than  if  they  had  had  a 
lunger  interval  at  Easter.      Such  were  the 
good  effects  produced  by  that  ailjournment 
in  the  present  Session,  that  niore  business 
had   been  done  during  the  week  in  which 
they  re-assembled  than  in  any  correspond-  ; 
ing  period  of  former   years.     He   vronld 
take  this   opportunity   of    laying   a    few 
words   relative  to  a   practice   which  bad 

erevailcd  formerly.  He  thouglit  the  lime 
ad  now  arrived  when,  for  a  certain  period, 
Orders  of  ihe  day  should  lake  precedence 
OD  all  days  of  the  week.  If  the  House 
would  coateni  to  this  for  the  space  of  a 
fortnight,  they  would  make  such  progress 
in  the  public  bHsiness  as  would  consider- 
ably shorten  the  Session.  There  would 
in  that  case  be  some  prospect  ofthe  House 
being  up  by  the  end  of  July.  If  any  fur- 
ther argument  were  required  in  support  of 
tha  adjournment,  he  mightaay.  tliat  the 
House  had  amply  earned  the  addition  by 
its  toilsome  labours  after  the  termioation 
of  the  Easier  recess. 

Culonel  Percteal  thought  it  would  1% 
better  if  in  future  the  House  should  rise 
for  a  longer  period  at  Easter,  as  the  va- 
cation was  Dot  DOW  sufficiently  long  t« 
enable  them  tu  reiuni  from  the  i 

Mr.  WiUiams  W^nn  did  nut  ni 
ject  to  the  arrangement  of  the  n< 
though  he  feared  it  would  not 
suitable.  A  resolution  for  giving! 
til  orders  of  the  day  on  all  daya  \4 
Injuiious  effects,  in  consequforc i 
turn  that  had  lately  arisen  of  km 
lions  as  aniendmeuts  to  orders  ( 

Motion  carried. 

Chuboh  Betobh.]  Lord  Joi 
brought  up  the  third  report  of 
sioners  to  inquire  into  the  ( 
Church.  The  noble  Lord  aai< 
presented  the  Report,  he  sh 
move  for  leure  to  bring  ia 
curry  part  of  the  report  into 
nhjch  he  hoped  there  would  be  no 
It  was  deiirable  that  the  Bill  i 
koogbt  ill  Bod  priuted  before. 
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day*,  itt  order  that  time  Jiould  be  given 
for  its  consideration. 

Bill  brought  in  and  read  a  lirBt  time. 

Hie  noble  Lord  also  obtained  leave 
to  bring  in,  and  brought  int  a  Bill  to 
regulate  the  secular  jurisdiction  of  the 
ArchbUhop  of  York. 

Red  istkatiov  of  Voteks.]  The  Or- 
der of  the  Day  having  been  moved  for  the 
further  consideiation  of  the  Beport  of  the 
re^istr.ilton  of  Voters  Bill, 

Mr.  IVarburlon  aaid,  lie  had  given  a 
great  deal  of  consideration  to  this  subject, 
and  had  in  consequence  prepared  some 
clauses  wliich  he  would  propose  to  have  re- 
fcried  to  the  committee  in  the  way  of 
instructions.  The  House  must  be  aware 
of  the  many  inconveniences  which  arose 
from  the  present  mode  of  registration  be- 
fore the  Bevising  Barristers,  The  great 
number  of  barristers  upon  whom  at  pre 
sent  that  duty  devolved,  tended  rather  to 
produce  delay  than  to  expediie  the  buxi- 
iiess.  The  most  serious  inronvenieoee, 
however,  arose  from  the  variety  and  iu- 
consistency  of  their  decisions,  which  took 
away  anything  like  certainty  as  to  ihe 
stAte  of  the  law  upon  this  subject.  He 
would  mention  one  case  in  illustrutioD  of 
this.  In  the  county  of  Middlesex  the  pos- 
session of  shares  in  the  New  Itivcr  Com- 
pany was  held  by  the  Revising  Barrister 
tu  confer  a  right  of  voting.  In  the  adjoin- 
ing county  of  Hertford,  the  Revising  Bar- 
rister lield  ijuite  an  opposite  opinion.  ,  A 
third  barrister  was  called  in,  that  the 
point  might  be  decided  by  a  majority 
either  one  way  or  the  ottier.  The  opinion 
'  of  the  third,  however,  was  comnletetv  at 
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ncr  which  the  honour  of  the  professioo 
and  the  interests  of  tlieir  clients  required. 
The  Judges  should  be  placed  as  much  as 
possible  beyond  all  suspicion  of  being 
influenced  in  the  appointments  they  might 
make  by  any  party  or  political  considera- 
tions. It  appeared  to  bim'thatit  would  not 
be  improper  to  vest  the  patronage  in  the 
Executive  Government ;  but  yet  it  might 
give  rise  to  jealousies  and  suspicions,  which, 
if  possible,  it  would  be  desirable  to  avoid, 
he,  therefore,  gave  up  that  idea.  To  vest 
it  in  the  Chancellor  might  be  attended  with 
some  advantages  ;  because,  being  at  the 
head  of  the  law,  he  must  naturally  be 
supposed^  to  have  some  knowledge  of  the 
qualifications  of  those  whom  he  appointed ; 
and,  besides,  being  a  member  ot  the  Go- 
vernment, the  responsibih'ty  of  the  Govern- 
ment would  to  a  certain  degree  be  in- 
volved in  his  appointments.  After  all  the 
consideration  he  was  able  to  give  the  subject, 
the  conclusion  to  which  he  came  was,  that 
the  most  advisable  course,  that  to  which 
he  aaw  the  fewest  objections,  would  be,  to 
vest  these  appointments  in  the  Speaker. 
One  great  object  he  had  in  view  was,  to 
limit  the  number  of  Revising  Barristers, 
and  thereby  to  produce  ultimately  more 
uniformity  and  clearness  in  their  decisions. 
Theexpenseof  the  Revising  Baristers under 
the  present  system  was  32,000/.  a  year. 
Now,  by  reducing  the  numlier  to  twelve, 
the  half  of  this  sum  16,000/.,  would  be 
sufficient  to  provide  a  respectable  salary 
for  each  of  these  twelve  barristers.  With- 
out trespassing  ftirther  on  the  time  of  the 
House  he  would   move  the  first  clause,   in 

the  shape  of  a  resolution,  to  this  etFect 

•'  That  it  bean  instruction  to  the  Committee 
to  make  provision  for  the  establishment  of  a 
permanent  Court  of  Revision,  and  also  for 
a  Court  of  Appeal  from  the  same." 

Lord  John  Russell  regretted,  that  there 
was  not  a  fuller  House  for  the  discussion 
of  so  important  a  subject  as  that  which  the 
hon.  Member  for  Bridport  had  brought  be- 
fore the  House ;  for  he  (Lord  J.  Russell) 
was  most  desirous  to  ascertain  what  were 
the  sentiments  of  the  House  on  the  propo- 
sition then  before  it,  which  would  make  a 
very  considerable  alteration  in  the  pro- 
visions of  the  Reform  Bill.  His  own  impres- 
sion was,  that  the  object  which  the  hon. 
Member  for  Bridport  wished  to  accomplish 
wasa  very  desirableone.  Before  this  Bill  was 
brought  into  Parliament,  he  had  stated  to 
bis  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Attorney- 
General,  that  it  was  his  opinion  that  there 
ought  to  be  a  permaocnt  Court  of  Revi- 


sion, with  a  smaller  number  of  Reristog 
Barristers  as  Judges^    in  <»ider  to  obtain 
some  uniformity  in    their   deci^ns ;  bat 
there  was  a  diMculty  in  establishing  such  a 
court,  owing  to  the  same  daj  being  fixed 
throughout  the  kin^om   for  the  payment 
of  those  rates  and  taxes  ^rbicfa  gave  the 
elective  franchise — a    difliiailty  which  at 
that  time  he  did  not   see  the  means  of 
overcoming.     The  advantages  of  the  es- 
tablishment of  such  a  Court  <^  Revision  as 
the  hon.  Member  for  Bridport  contemplated 
were  so  very  gxeat,  that  if  he  oonld  beliere 
that  it  met  the  general  approbation  of  the 
House,  he  would  not   withhold   bis  asseot 
from  it,  but  would  do  all  in  his  power  to 
facilitate    its    coustruclion.     Among  the 
rights  of  individuals  which  were -liable  to 
dispute,    he    had   always    lamented   that 
there  should  exist  so  many  doubts  9sioiitt 
rights  of  individuals  to  vote  for  members 
of  Parliament.     Those  doubts  arose  frrm 
the  various  descriptions  of  Iraocfa^  which 
formerly  existed   in  various   parts  of  the 
country.  The  Reform  Act  bad  cured  thait  tot 
certain  extent  by  makingthe  f ranch isealmost 
u  niform  th  roughout  the  townsof  tbeoountrf . 
Still  that  variety  of  franchise  existed  ia 
the  counties;    and  though    the  variety  of 
decisions  as  to  what  constituted  that  frao- 
chise  was  not  greater  now   than  it  was 
before  the  appointment  of  revising  barris- 
ters, it  was  much  more  generally  known, 
because  the  revising  barristers  gave  their 
judgment  with  some  degree  of  forros/icyin 
public,  while  formerly  the  assessors  gave 
their  judgment  in  the  sheriffs*  room  almost 
without  a  witness.     It  was  most  desirable, 
both  for  electors  and  for  candidates,  that 
there  should  be  certainty  as  to  what  cotu 
stituted  the  right  of  voting,  and  that,  when 
a  question  on  a  doubtful  point  was  lU" 
cided,  the  decision  should  extend  to  all 
parts  of  the  kingdom,  so  that  yon  should 
not  have  a  voter  in  Yorkshire  disfranchised 
upon  grounds  upon  which  his  franchise 
had  been  allowed  in  Cornwall.     It  woM 
therefore  be    a   matter   of  great   public 
advantage  to  have  a  court  of  revision,  and 
from  that  court  of  revision  a  court  of  ap- 
peal.    By  the  formation  of  such  courts, 
you  would  in   the  course  of  a  few  jetif^ 
frame  a  body  of  decisions  which  would  fix 
the  law,  and  remove  all  doubts  on  tbesub^ 
ject.     The  doubts  also  as  to  the  franchise 
which  arose  out  of  the  conflicting  decisions 
of  election  committees  would  be  remov^ 
by  the  formation  of  this  court  of  appetl ; 

for  if  there  were  a  gotirt  of  appecu  pro« 
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perly  conslitttteti,    it  was  quite    etident 
that  a  body  of  gentlemen  acting  upon  oath 
in  such  committeea  would  arail  themselves 
of   the  information  collected  by  such  a 
court,  and  govern  their  decisions  by  its 
judgments.   We  should  thus  get  certainty 
where  we  now  had  doubt,  and  put  an  end 
to   that  expensive  litigation  which  arose. 
out  of  that  incertitude  that  now  prevailed. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Bridport  would  see 
from  this,  that  he  (Lord  J.  Russell)  was 
friendly  to  his  proposition  as   far  as  its 
principle  went,  but  the  House  would  re- 
collect that  he  had  stated  before,  that  his 
difficulty  was  as  to  the  parties  by  whom 
the  courts  of  revision  and  appeal  were  to 
he  appointed.     He  agreed  with  his  hon. 
Friend  in  thinking,  that  there  were  very 
strong  objections  to  vesting  the  appoint* 
xnent  of    the    revising  barristers    in  the 
judges.     It  was    objectionable    to  place 
patronage  of  this  kind  in  the  hands  of  per- 
sons holding  the  rank  of  judges  in  this 
country,  because  it  rendered  them  liable 
to   charges   which,    though    unfounded, 
could  not  be  avoided,  where  the  passions 
of  men  were  heated  by  political  contests. 
As  to  the  appointment  by  the  Crown,  there 
were  still  greater  objections.     His   hon. 
Friend  had  therefore  proposed  to  give  to 
the  Speaker  the  power  of  appointing  mem- 
bers of  the  courts  of  revision  and  appeal. 
He  did  not  see  the  same  objection  to  in- 
vesting the  Speaker  with   the  power  of 
appointment  which  he  did   to  giving  it 
to  the  judges  and  the  Crown.  The  Speaker 
was  supposed  to  be  impartial  in  conduct- 
ing the  proceedings  of  that   House,  but 
still,  in  matters  of  politics,  the  Speaker 
was  not  and  could  not  be  altogether  impar- 
tial.   The  name  and  authority  of  Speaker 
led  the  individual  who  filled  the  chair  to 
do  justice  to  all  parties  in  that  House,  but 
taken  as  he  was  from  the  ranks  of  one  or 
other  of  the  two  great  parties  which  di- 
vided the  state,  with  one  of  which  he  must 
have  voted  for  at  least  fifteen  or  twenty 
years,  it  could  not  be  said  that  he,  like 
one  of  the  judges  of  the  land,  was  per- 
fectly impartial.     If  the  Speaker  were  to 
appoint  the  revising  barristers,  it  could 
not  he  said  that  the  House  was  giving  him 
by  that  appointment  a  political  character 
which  hitherto  he  had  not  possessed.    On 
the  other  hand  this  scheme  was  exposed 
to  this  disadvantage — that   it  would   be 
said  that  the  Speaker  selected  for  revising 
barristers  those  lawyers  who  were  of  his 

own  pQlitioii  rather  than  those  of  adverse 


politics.  He  knew  of  no  other  person 
better  qualified  for  conferring  those  ap- 
pointments than  the  Speaker.  He  should 
be  glad  to  entertain  the  proposition  of  his 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Bridport.  As 
to  the  patronage,  he  would  rather  that  the 
House  decided  by  whom  it  should  be  exer- 
cised than  give  any  decisive  opinion  on  it 
himself.  The  only  remaining  question 
was  whether  they  should  go  into  Commit- 
tee  in  order  to  have  these  clauses  inserted 
in  the  Bill.  He  thought  it  would  not  be 
fair  to  insert  them,  unless  the  House  was 
prepared  to  reconsider  the  whole  Bill  in 
Committee  on  a  future  day. 

Mr.  Williams  Wynn  had  always  been  of 
opinion  that  the  system  provided  by  the 
Reform  Bill  for  the  management  of  the 
register  of  votes  would  be  productive  of 
evil  and  inconvenience,  and  the  result  had 
answered  his  prediction.  He  had  also 
always  been  favourable  to  the  appointment 
of  some  court  of  appeal,  the  effect  of  which 
would  be  to  afford  some  degree  of  certainty 
and  uniformity  to  the  decisions  on  the  law 
of  registration.  For  his  own  part,  he  was 
certainly  desirous  that  greater  competency 
and  a  higher  degree  of  talent  should  be 
secured  by  a  diminution  in  the  number  of 
barristers,  and  a  consequent  increase  in 
the  amount  of  emolument  apportioned  to 
each  ;  for  he  was  of  opinion  that  that  was 
the  best  economy  which  secured  the  high- 
est order  of  talent  in  the  market.  He  ob- 
jected to  the  principle  of  the  proposition 
which  would  vest  the  right  of  choosing  the 
revising  barristers  in  the  Speaker.  He 
thought  that  the  Speaker  could  not  be 
supposed  to  have  a  personal  knowledge  of 
the  fitness  of  the  individuals  suggested  to 
fill  the  offices,  and  that  he  must  therefore 
be  expected  to  rely  in  a  great  measure  on 
the  recommendation  of  the  Attorney  and 
Solicitor-General.  He  (Mr.  Wynn)  would 
much  rather  the  right  of  appointment  was 
vested  in  the  Lord  Chancellor,  who  would 
make  the  appointments  in  the  face  of  West- 
minster Hall,  and  subject  to  the  influence 
of  public  opinion.  He  would  not  object 
to  joining  other  legal  dignitaries  to  the 
Lord  Chancellor  for  the  purpose,  as,  for 
instance,  the  Lords  Chief  Justices  of  the 
Ring's  Bench  and  Common  Pleas,  and  the 
Lord  Chief  Baron  of  the  Exchequer. 

The  i4^/ontey- Genera/ expressed  his  satis- 
faction at  the  manner  in  which  this  propo- 
sition had  been  received  by  the  House,  h 
plan  almost  umilar  to  this  had  been  pro- 
posed to  him  some  time  ago  b7  his  nobl« 
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Et  f.xf-^  :Lr  n-^ziber  cf  lie 

cy/in=.Aad  the  rtf^jiect  k.- i  c?c£l£t:ce  of  the 
piVIic  Tfce  trjs:r,*rg  of  ti*  fr.'intrr  wcald 
be  dyoe  at  the  »3e  tr-re  tt'^e  t-^jadiTc^lT  [ 
s  :4  mtTC  cccKVTcicallT.  He  L'-'ped  the  . 
Hoaie  wiTild  DOW  go  into  Cctamhtee  p7> 
/rjrma,  zn  order  to  Larc  it  p?T?pos?d  in  the 
C<miaiute€,  and  then  to  bare  it  prnied. 

^f  r.  Charles  BnUrr  spprored  of  the  pnv 
pr>^ition  to  Ribftitiite  a  ( 'o:irt  of  Rericon 
for  the  present  rrstem  of  the  Rerising  Bar- 
rirters,  but  he  objected  "tronglr  to  vesting 
the  app^nntment  of  menibers  of  that  coort 
in  tlie  Speaker,  not  from  anj  doubt  that  the 
emiiKnt  indiridual  vhonow  fiilei  the  chair 
wovjld  make  a  good  selection,  but  becaufe, 
ia  future,  when  a  Speaker  had  Bllcd  the 
chair  during  a  period  of  nx  or  seren  jears 
ht«  meant  of  judging  the  fitoeis  of  the  in- 
diriduaLi  appointed  would  be  rerj  much  di- 
miniched.    He  thought,  aUo,  that  it  would 
ill  contribute  to  the  maintenance  of  the  dig- 
Ditjr  and  authority  of  the  Chair  if  ita  occu- 
pant were  liable  at  all  times  to  be  attacked 
and  cavilled  at  for  acta  committed  by  him 
in  the  dificbarge  of  the  trust  repoied  in  him. 
He  objected,  also,  to  the  proposed  constitu- 
tion of  the  Court  of  Appeal*     He  thought 
that  this  court  might  with  more  advantage 
be  connected  with  the  Election  Committees 
of  that  House.     His  own  proposition  to 
the  Committee  which  had  been  appointed  to 
inquire,  into  this  subject  had  been,   that 
there  should  be  a  certain  number  of  perma- 
nent chairmen    of   Election  Committees, 
who  would  act  in  every  ret^pect  as  a  Court 
of  Appeal  on  the  decision  of  the  Revising 
Hamsters,  and  by  the  same  process  intro- 
duce uniformity  in  the  decisions  of  Election 
Committees.     The  Court  of  Appeal  pro- 
posed by  the  clauses  cf  the  boo.  Member  for 
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He  felt  strcrr>  :ti  drfarts  cf  the  prc-sc-t 
«T>teni,  aad  arr^eed  tbat  it  was  absolute !v 
necessarr  to  BLike  sccx  fhr^ge-  rffe  'wa^ 
sorrr,  hctrrrer,  tLst  his  hcn^  Frieii<5.  t  •  c 
Member  for  Briip^rt,  dil  nyi  i^^tgc  in  tie 
apnolntment  of  a  l\Kirt  of  Rrri«>>^3.  M  o .  h 
blame  had  been  thrown  en  the  barristers, 
but  he  thcu^ht  i:r!i-j:s:!r,  as  most  cftiycir 
time  was  occui-ied  in  cutiecting  the 
committed  bv  those  to  whom  the 
out  the  li^s  was  intrusted.  He  w 
fer  that  the  curate  of  the  parish, 
parish  clerk,  shjold  make  oat  the  Efts  in 
the  first  inftanfp.  instead  of  the  or ti sunn. 

Mr.  WaH'mriom  would  prefo  that  tJhe 
appointments  should  rest  with  one  indiri- 
dual rather  than  with  many,  at  there  woald 
be  more  rR^nshilitT.  He  should  prefer 
that  the  Speaker  had  the  appotntSKnt  of  the 
Reviidng  Barristers^  rather  than  the  Loni 
Chancellor.  He  only  wished  at  present 
that  his  proposition  shuu^  be  agreed  to,pro 
formdj  and  it  could  be  introduced  into  tftie 
Bill  in  Committee^  and  consideted  on  a  fu* 
ture  occasion. 

The  Speaker  said,  thai  the  fint  intiaiatioa 
which  he  had  of  the  intention  of  tlie  boo. 
Member  for  Bridport  to  g;ive  to  HmfT^lf 
the  appointment  of  these  Judges,  was  from 
reading  it  in  the  printed  resohidon^  He 
must  own  that  he  read  it  with  regreti 
and  subsequent  reflection  had  not  diminish* 
ed  that  regret.  He  thou^t  it  would  ia 
some  degree  combine  the  executive  with  the 
legislative  power^  to  which  latter  he  thought 
the  functions  of  the  House  ought  to  be 
conGned ;  still,  if  it  was  the  pleasure  of  this 
House  to  Bs  this  duty  upon  him^  he  would 
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behalf  of  the  inhabitanU  of  Cape  Coast 
Castle.  The  Prince  expressed  great  gra<» 
titude  to  the  House  for  the  vast  benefits 
they  had  conferred  on  the  black  population 
of  the  world  by  the  abolition  of  negro 
slavery  ?  but  the  principal  object  of  the 
petition  was,  (hat  the  House  of  Commons 
would  take  measures  to  secure  to  the  natives 
of  the  neighbourhood  of  Cape  Coast  Castle 
the  benefits  of  free  trade,  or  prevent  the 
merchants  of  Cape  Coast  Castle  from 
interfering  to  prevent  the  free  traders  of 
Bristol  and  Liverpool  from  affording  the 
natives  the  comtnodittes  they  wanted  at  a 
much  cheaper  rate  than  they  (the  mer- 
chants) would  do.  The  Prince  stated 
himself  to  be  an  ally  of  England,  and  had 
sent  the  petition  to  that  officer  who  could 
best  forward  their  interest.  He  was  sure 
that  the  House  would  not  receive  the 
petition  with  levity — as  it  was  on  the 
subject  of  the  commerce  of  the  country. 
Laid  on  the  Table. 

Dublin  Election  Petition.]  Mr. 
O'Connell  rose  to  move  the  Order  of  the 
Day  for  resuming  the  debate  on  the  sub- 
ject of  the  petition  which  he  had  pre- 
sented, which  was  in  substance,  though 
not  in  form,  an  election  petition,  from 
the  constituency  of  Dublin.  At  the  lust 
election  for  that  city  two  persons  were 
returned  as  duly  elected,  A  petition  was 
presented  from  certain  electors  against 
that  return,  praying  for  a  scrutiny,  and 
the  substitution  of  the  defeated  candidates. 
To  that  petition  the  defeated  candidates 
were  no  parties — it  was  merely  the  peti- 
tion of  certain  individuals,  and  on  being 
presented  it  was  referred  to  a  Committee, 
who  determined  that  the  evidence  should 
be  taken  in  Dublin  before  a  Commisaioa 
appointed  under  the  Act,  and  special  rules 
were  framed  by  the  Committee  to  limit 
and  confine  the  evidence  to  be  given.  The 
Committee,  among  the  limitations  which 
it  imposed  on  the  Commissioners,  had  pre- 
scribed one,  the  1 6th  rule,  in  the  words 
which  he  would  read  to  the  House : — *'  That 
no  recriminatory  evidence  be  admitted 
against  the  defeated  candidates,  escept  as 
far  as  regards  the  disqualification  of  their 
voters,  they  not  being  petitioners,  nor  any 
parties  to  the  investigation  before  the 
Committee."  Thus  the  petitioners  had 
disclaimed  the  candidates  as  parties ;  they 
had  called  on  the  Committee  to  decide 
that  they  were  not  parties,  and  to  draw  the 
inevitable  inference  that  no  eyidence  could 


acquiesce  in  it.  It  would,  he  considered,  be 
placing  an  appointment  which  ought  to  be 
responsihle,  m  the  hands  of  the  only  Mem- 
l>er  ivho  could  not  stand  up  in  his  place 
and  defend  his  conduct  when  questioned. 

Resolution    agreed   to,   and  instruction 
ordered  accordingly. 

LiOrd  EbringioH  moved  "  that  it  be  an 
instruction  to  the   Committee  to  insert  a 
clause  limiting  the  time  for  taking  the  poll 
to  one  day. '.' 
Agreed  to. 

The  House  resolved  itself  into  a  Com- 
mittee. 

The  clauses  proposed  by  Mr.  Warburton 

and  by  other  hon.  Gentlemen^  having  been 

*  added  to  the  Dill,  with  the  view  of  their 

being  printed  and  taken  into  consideration 

at  a  future  period. 

Adjourned  for  the  Whitsun  holidays. 

HOUSE    OF    LORDS, 
Monday,  May  30,   1836. 

MiNtiTBs.1  BU1I.  Read  a  second  time:— Roman  Catholic 
Marriagci. 

Petitions  prewnted.  By  leveral  Nodlk  Lords,  Arom  raiious 
Places,  for  a  Better  observance  of  the  Sabbath.— By  Lord 
WsARivcuvrc,  fttrni  Halifax,  for  an  Alteration  of  the 
EeclesiasUeal  Court*'  Conaolidating  Fond  BiU  as  regards 
Probate  orWills.*>By  Lords  Kimo  and  Holland,  from 
L«ighton  Bustard  and  Taunton,  against  Uie  Punishment 
o€  Death  for  any  Crime  but  Murdtr. 

HOUSE    OF  COMMONS, 
Monday,  May  3.0,  1836. 

MiNVTM.]    BiUiL    Read  a  teeood  time  :->Baaknipia' Fond. 

PeUtioDs  presented.  By  Sir  Eardlky  Wilmdt,  Awn 
Medical  Profession  (Warwickshire),  Complaining  of  inade* 
quate  RemuneratiOD  under  the  Poor-Law.-^By  Mr. 
RowwaON  and  Mr.  Fort,  ftom  Woroeeter  and  ClitheroeT 
for  Removal  of  Jewbh  DisabiUties.— By  several  Hox. 
Mkmrbrs,  from  various  Places,  for  Excise  Licences, 
<treland)  Bill— By  aaveral  Hon.  Mrmrrrr,  flrom  various 
Plaon  in  Ireland,  against  AlIoirii«  Gfooen  to  sell  Spirits. 
-  By  several  Hon.  Mkhbbrs,  from  various  PUoas,  for  a 
BOI  to  Promote  the  Observance  of  the  Sabbath.— By  Lord 
C.  FffTSROT,  ftom  Bury  St  Edmund^,  agslnat  Adoption 
of  the  Lords'  Amendments. — By  Mr.  Brownr,  tram. 
Ishmdeady,  in  fiivour  of  Landlord  and  Tenant  Bill 
<Iidand). — By  Mr.  Htnr,  from  Shipowners  and  Merchants 
of  Hull,  Complaining  of  their  Claims  not  having  been 
liquidated. — By  Mr.  HtTMa,  from  Caher,  for  Revision  of 
the  Criminal  Codes  and  from  different  Tradesmen  of  the 
Metropolis  (three  Petitions)  for  the  Repeal  of  the  Stamp 
D«ti«  on  Newspapers. 

Trade  with  Cape  Coast  Castle.] 
Sir  Robert  Peel  rose  to  present  a  petition 
of  a  peculiar  nature.  It  had  come  to  him, 
accompanied  with  a  letter  through  the 
Post-Ofllice,  and  he  had  no  doubt  of  the 
genuineness  of  the  document.  The  peti- 
tion was  an  appeal  to  the  House  of  Com- 
mons for  protection  and  was  signed  by 
.Qttoffee  Abberrapoo  or  (King  Aggry)  on 
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be  given  aSecting  tbem  personally;  and 
the  Committee  had  accordingly  onani* 
mously  so  decided.  Now,  there  was  not 
the  least  doubt  that  the  petition  prayed  a 
sabstitation  and  a  scrutiny ;  that  it  charged 
bribery  and  intimidation  on  the  part  of  the 
sitting  Members ;  that  the  sitting  Members, 
on  the  other  hand,  retorted  those  charges; 
and  the  petitioners  came  forward  before  the 
Committee,  and  insisted  that  the  Com- 
mittee should  determine  that  the  unsuccess- 
ful candidates  were  not  parties  before  them, 
and  that  consequently  the  evidence  should 
be  so  limited.  Thus  the  unsuccessful 
candidates  remained  scatheless,  and  no 
evidence  could  be  adduced  against  them. 
There  was  no  exaggeration  of  that  fact, 
because  a  Member  of  the  House  had 
stated,  that  that  view  of  the  case  had  been 
distinctly  come  to  and  acted  upon  by  the 
Committed.  He  had  only  one  more  fact 
to  state,  and  that  was,  that  there  were 
eight  persons  struck  off  the  poll  for  having 
been  promised  money  for  their  votes  be- 
fore they  voted,  and  having  been  sub- 
sequently paid  for  their  votes  after  they  had 
voted.  The  fact,  therefore,  of  bribery 
having  existed,  was  so  clear  that  it  could 
not  be  disputed.  He  believed,  that  the 
facts  which  would  bring  that  bribery  home 
personally  to  the  now  sitting  Members 
were  equally  clear,  so  that  if  the  House 
were  compelled  to  decide  that  this  evi- 
dence was  not  to  be  gone  into,  it  might 
suppose  the  case  of  sitting  Members  having 
given  these  bribes  themselves  —  having 
actually  made  the  promise, — ^and  yet  that 
was  a  case  in  which  there  was  no  kind  of 
remedy  whatever.  If  such  a  decision  was 
made  in  the  Court  of  King's  Bench,  people 
would  ask  how  a  Judge  dare  to  arrive  at 
such  a  decision  ?  The  case  turned  upon 
two  Acts — the  9th  of  George  4th,  cap.  22, 
and  the  46th  of  George  3rd,  cap.  106. 
This  last  was  the  Statute  which  gave  legal 
power  to  appoint  Commissions.  The  hon. 
Member  read  the  14th  section,  by  which 
the  Committee  were  empowered  to  specially 
assign  and  limit  the  facts  which  the  Com- 
missioners were  to  try.  The  Committee 
accordingly  limited  the  inquiry  as  to  the 
fact,  by  excluding  evidence  upon  the  point 
to  which  he  had  referred.  He  would  then 
come  to  the  9th  George  4th,  which  was 
said  to  be  the  perfection  of  legislation.  It 
was  alleged  that  this  Statute  made  the 
decision  of  the  Committee  final,  and  that, 
therefore,  no  more  evidence  could  be  let 
io  agaioit  the  parties.     Could  any  pro* 


position  be  more  monstrous  ?     The  Statute 
enacted,  that  the  Committee  were  to  decide 
whether  the  petitioners  or  the  sitting  Mem- 
bers were  duly  elected,   and  that  such  t 
decision  should  be  6nal  between  the  parties. 
The  House  was  now  called  a  pen  to  declare 
that  the  decision  of  the   Committee  was  to 
be  final  between   persons    who   were  do 
parties  before  the  Committee.      The  Com- 
mittee had  decided  that  the  present  sitting 
Members  were  no  parties  before  them,  and 
refused,  upon  that  ground,  to  hear  evidence 
against  them.      He  hoped,  therefore,  that 
party  spirit  would  never  induce  that  House 
to  depart  so  far  from  what  was  the  clear 
intention  of  the  Legislature.       The  Legis- 
lature  stopped   there,    and     now    it  was 
attempted   to   carry   the    principle  much 
further  by  construction.      What  did  the 
Act  say  in  another  part  ?      It  provided  lltdt 
eleven  Members  should    be  chosen  as  a 
Committee.     The  eleven  were  to  retire  sod 
choose  a  chairman ;  and  then  it  provided, 
that,  in  case  those  eleven  should  be  eqaallv 
divided  in  opinion,  they  should  settle  (he 
point    in    another    way.       There   was  a 
Statute  for  them !     He  contended  thai  the 
40th  section  did  not  include  the  present 
case;  it  expressly  excluded   it,  and  thfre 
was  no  ground  why  the  petition  of  his  late 
constituents,  or  those  who  voted  for  him — 
they  certainly  did  not  vote  for  the  present 
Members — should  not  be  received;  why 
a  Committee  should  not  be  appointed,  and 
an  investigation  had  as  to  who  commit  ted 
the  briberv.     There  had  been  an  allegation 
of  bribery  against  him,  and  the  witness 
who  had  been  produced  to  sustain  it  was 
now  under  sentence  for  perjury;  that  was 
a  tolerable  refutation  of  the  charge.     All 
the  petitioners  desired  was  investigation, 
and  it  was  theduty  of  the  House  to  wqoire 
whether  the  bribery  happened  by  accident, 
or  whether  there  had  been  hands  to  set  it 
in  motion.      That  investigation  might  not 
be  very  convenient  for — he  did  not  allude 
to  the  sitting  Members — but  a  gentleman 
of  the  Irish  Bar,  whose  handwriting,  dated 
•*  Committee- Room,**  made  a  portion  of 
the  evidence  by  which  some  of  the  voters 
had   been   struck  off.     It  might  also  be 
inconvenient  for  some  persons  on  that  si(/e 
the  water,  for  thousands  of  pounds  do  not 
fly  over  the  Irish  Channel  without  some 
persons  to  send  them  across.     It  hnd  been 
asserted  that  the  Canterbury  case  wa«* 
decision  against  him.      What  was  decided 
io  that  case  ?     That  the  petitioner  oagbt 

to  have  been  returned,  and  that  the  liuii'Jf 
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Mefnber  was  not  duly  admitted.    Now«  he 
^vould.  aiik,  ought  any  man  to  have  been 
returned  who  was  not  duly  elected?     If 
he    was  in  a  Court  of  Justice,  he  should 
laugh  to  scorn  the  pitiful  chicanery  that 
made  such  a  distinction,  and  would  con- 
sider such  a  decision  final  and  conclusive 
between  the  parties.     This  was  not  a  final 
decision,  because  it  did  not   include   all 
the  particulars.     It  did  not  follow  that  this 
decision  was  a  decision    under  the   Act. 
The  Canterbury  case  met  this.    There  was 
a  class  of  cases  that  did  not  come  wiihin 
the    finality  of  the  Statute,   aud  this  was 
one  of  them.     He  had  laid  the  case  of 
these  electors  before  the   House,  and  he 
trusted  that  there  could  be  no  reasonable 
doubt  that  the  House  would  take  care  that 
what  ought  to  be  investigated  should  be. 
He  did  not  of  course  suspect  that  either 
of  the  Gentlemen  (the defeated  candidates) 
had  themselves  bribed,  but  there  was  no 
doubt  that  bribery  existed,  whatever  doubt 
there   might  be  as  to  the  quarters  from 
whence  the   money    came.       That    that 
money  had  been  found  by  some  party  was 
perfectly  clear,  and  the  only  question  was 
whether,    under    the    circumstances,   the 
House  would  send  back  the  petition  to  the 
Committee  to  review  their  decision. 

The  Attomey^General  thought,  that  this 
petition  could  not  be  received,  it  being 
contrary  to  the  statutes.  He  felt  it  his 
duty  most  attentively  to  consider  the  case, 
and  he  must  acknowledge  that  it  was 
with  very  great  reluctance  he  had  at 
length  arrived  at  this  conclusion. 

Mr.  OConTiell  rose,  amidst  loud  cries 
of  *'  Chair,"  and  "  Order.'*  He  begged 
the  Attorney  -  General's  pardon.  He 
wished  to  say  but  one  word.  [Cries  of 
*'  Spoke  *^  It  would  save  the  time  of  the 
House.  L"  Chair,  chair  "'\  He  wished 
to  withdraw  the  petition,  f  C/ieer^y.]  His 
wish  to  withdraw  the  petition  whatever 
his  own  opinion  might  be,  the  principal 
law  officer  of  the  Crown  having  pledged 
his  legal  reputation  to  a  contrary  opinion 
he  did  not  think  it  would  be  becoming  in 
him  (Mr.  O'Connell)  to  persevere. 

The  A tiorneif' General  said,  that  his 
opinion  was  of  comparatively  slight  value, 
,  but  the  question  was  one  on  which  the 
Speaker's  immediate  predecessor  hjid  be- 
stowed much  consideration,  and  he  be- 
lieved It  had  received  the  serious  attention 
of  the  present  Speaker.  He  felt  anxious 
that  the  opinion  he  had  pronounced 
should   be  contradicted  or  corroborated 


by  that  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  in   the 
Chair./ 

The  Speaker:  As  I  collect,  that  it  is  the 
wish  of  the  House  that  I  should  state  the 
opinion  which  I  have  formed  on  the 
question  raised  by  the  petition  now 
tendered,  I  shall  do  so.  The  object  of  the 
Grenvilie  Act,  and  of  the  Acts  which  have 
followed  it,  was  to  take  from  the  House 
the  power  of  deciding  on  controverted  re- 
turns and  elections,  and  to  vest  it  in  a 
Committee,  to  be  chosen  in  the  way  pre»- 
scribed  in  the  Act.  Where  a  petition, 
complaining  of  an  undue  election,  alleges 
that  the  unsuccessful  candidates  were  the 
parties  who  ought  to  have  been  declared 
to  have  been  duly  elected,  the  intention  of 
the  Act  clearly  is,  that  the  judgment  of  the 
Committee  should  be  final.  It  is  compe- 
tent either  to  electors,  to  the  unsuccessful 
candidates,  or  to  both,  to  present  petitions 
claiming  the  seats.  But  it  is  to  be  remem- 
bered, that  the  constituencies  are  the  sub- 
stantial and  real  parties.  The  parties  pe- 
titioning only  represent  their  interests.  In 
all  cases,  therefore,  where  the  seat  is 
claimed,  the  Committee  are  bound  to  n- 
vestigate  and  decide  all  points  by  which 
.the  right  to  the  seat  can  be  effected.  If  a 
Committee  should  decide  that  either  of  the 
parties  has  been  duly  elected,  having  omit- 
ted to  investigate  and  decide  any  point 
by  which  the  right  to  the  seat  might  have 
been  effected,  they  must  be  held  to  have 
come  to  an  imperfect  and  premature  de- 
cision. In  this  case,  voters  were  struck 
off  the  poll,  because  they  had  received  pe- 
cuniary consideration  for  their  votes,  and 
certainly  it  does  appear  to  have  been  the 
duty  of  the  Committee  to  have  ascertained 
whether  the  candidates  were  privy  or  par- 
ties to  the  bribery,  on  account  of  which  the 
votes  of  some  of  the  electors  who  supported 
them  were  disallowed.  Unless  this  point 
was  fully  sifted,  I  cannot  imagine  how  the 
Committee  could  have  come  to  the  conclu- 
sion that  the  parties  in  whose  favour  such 
votes  were  given  were  duly  elected.  It  is 
surprising  that  any  question  should  be 
raised  as  to  whether  the  Members  declared 
to  have  been  duly  elected,  were  parties  or 
privy  to  giving  money,  because  the  Com- 
mittee has  reported  that  there  was  no  evi- 
dence to  connect  the  now  sitting  Members 
with  the  bribery  which  was  proved.  Their 
Report  on  this  point  is  expressed  in  the 
exact  form  of  words  that  would  have  been 
used  if  the  matter  had  been  thoroughly 
sifted  and  examined.     I  therefore  did  feel 
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great  forprise  when  it  appeared  that  a  ,  the  very  clear  exposition  of  the  Speaker, 
doobt  existed  oo  this  point — that  the  :  the  House,  he  thoug-ht.  could  not  do 
Committee  appeared  to  have  thought  it  otherwise  than  confircn  the  decision  of  the 
possible,  that,  after  their  Report  so  ex-  Committee.  While  he  entirely  agreed  io 
pressed,  it  was  in  the  power  of  this  House  to  the  observations  that  had  been  made  np:»i 
countenance  any  proceeding  by  which  this  the  law  of  the  case,  and  thoog^ht  it  wouii 
question  could  be  further  investigated.  It  :  be  improper  io  the  lloose  to  disturb  i^e 
may  be  a  cause  of  regret  if  the  Committee  decision  of  the  Committee,  yet  lie  couli 
has  conducted  this  important  portion  of  not  allow  the  question  to  pass  without  ex- 
tbe  case  imperfectly  ;  for  my  opinion  is  -  pressing  his  opinion  that  by  the  Act  of  ir.e 
clear  that,  according  to  the  true  construe-  Committee  (whom  he  had  no  doubt  b^d 
Uon  of  the  Act,  the  decision  of  the  Com-  ,  discharged  their  duty  conscientiously.)  a 
mittee  must  be  final.  I  have  referred  to  very  gross  injustice  had  been  c^omm/tfed. 
no  authorities,  because  it  seems  to  be  The  Report  of  that  Committee  stated,  th it 
plain  on  the  reason  of  the  case,  that  no  \  the  sitting  Members  had  been  duly  elected; 
party  can  be  declared  by  a  Committee  to    and  by  that  it   was  to    be   iofeTxed  tbut 

every  circumstance  relating^   to    the  elec- 
tion had  been  properly  and   duly  Invesil- 
gated.      The  fact,    however,     was  other- 
wise.     He  did  not  mean    to    find   f^tuU 
with  the  motives  of  the  members  of  that 
Committee,    but  certainly    their  decision 
ought  to  lead  the  House  to  consider  whe- 
ther  some  remedy  could  not  be  adopt^nl 
for  the  future  to  prevent  that  which  h^d 
occurred  in  this  case,  and  whicii  operated 


have  been  duly  elected,  if  any  point,  by 
which  the  right  to  the  seat  could  be 
affected,  has  been  omitted.  There  is,  how« 
ever,  one  recent  case  in  1833,  which  is  so 
similar  to  the  present  that  I  cannot  refrain 
from  alluding  to  it,  especially  as  I  think 
that  it  must  have  been  brought  under  the 
notice  of  the  Committee,  as  one  of  the  Gen- 
tlemen who  wascounsel  in  this  case,  was  also 
counsel  in  the  one  to  which  1  am  about  to  re. 


fer.  IntheSouthamptoncaseinl833,oneof  .  roost  injuriously,  and,  he  mast  also  say. 


the  Members  who  bad  been  returned,  was 
unseated,  and  it  was  decided  that  oneof  the 
unsuccessful  candidates  ought  to  have 
been  declared  duly  elected.  After  the  Re- 
port of  the  Committee  had  been  made, 
there  was  a  desire,  as  in  this  case,  to  pre- 
sent a  petition  charging  the  Member  who 


most  unjustly.  It  was  admitted  hj  tfte 
Committee  for  inquiring  into  the  clectioa 
for  the  City  of  Dublin  that  there  waf  « 
case  which  required  investigation,  and 
yet  they  refused  to  inquire  into  that 
which  required  investigation.  He  agreed 
with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in  thinking 


had  been  seated,  by  the  Report  of  the  that  the  petition  could  not  now  be  re* 
Committee,  with  bribery  and  treating.  The  ceived,  but  he  considered  the  Committee 
opinion  of  my  predecessor  was  asked,  and  had  come  to  an  erroneous  conclusion  tu 
he  decided,  that  if  there  was  an  intention  of  refusing  to  investigate  what  was  90  mate- 
preff  rring  any   such  charge  it  ought   to    rial  to  the  case. 

have  been  made,  heard,  and  decided,  Mr.  ^7//tam9  TTyna  felt,  aAerwhat  b«t/ 
before  the  Committee  reported  ;  that  been  said  by  the  Speaker,  in  which  be 
it  was  then  too  late,  as  the  Re|iort  concurred,  the  diflficulty  of  adding  aoy 
was  final.     In  this  opinion  I  entirely  con-  '  thing  on  the  snbject  before  them,  yet  he 

could  not  avoid  saying  a  word  or  two  re- 
specting it.  He  felt  fully  the  inconve- 
nience of  altering  the  decision  of  the  Com- 


cur. 


I  think,  therefore,  that  there  is  no 
legal  ground  on  which  this  petition  can  be 
entertained.  I  am  quite  as  clearly  of  opin- 
ion thai  there  is  no  equitable  ground  for 
entertaining  it.  I  do  hope  that  this  House 
will  never  be  induced,  under  the  pressure 
of  anv  circumstances,  to  shake  on  the  fet- 
ters  which  the  law  has  imposed  on  its 
own  powers.  If  it  should  ever  establish 
such  a  precedent,  1  fear  that  it  would 
prove  to  be  a  bad  and  mischievous  prece- 
dent, nnd  that  the  dny  would  come  when, 
for  different  reasons,  arid  under  different 
oircumsiatices,  it  would  be  induced  to 
shake  oflf  the  fetters  which  the  law  has  im* 
posed  on  others. 

Lord  John  Ru$s€ll  observed,  that  after 


I 


mittee,  and  he  also  felt  the  inconvenieace 
of  allowing  an  illegal  decision  to  remain* 
In  his  opinion,  the  decision  of  the  Com* 
mittee  was  a  most  mistaken  one  as  regarded 
one  part  of  the  case  before  them»  in  refoS' 
ing  to  receive  evidence  criminatory  of  one 
party  before  they  decided  on  their  Report 
as  to  whether  tlie  petitioners  were  duly 
elected.  That  course  was  roost  certain'/ 
wrong,  but  the  great  difficulty  now  wa>, 
^hat  could  be  done  to  remedy  the  error: 
Under  nil  the  circumstances  be  ihuught  it 
would  be  belter  not  (o  inlet  fere  with  tl«e 
decision  as  it  stood. 
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nso 


Mr«  0*Connell  begged  to  call  the  at- 
tention of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to 
the  26lh  section  of  the  Act ;  that  sec- 
tion prevented  the  GominiUee  .from  re- 
ceiving any  further  evidence  after  they  had 
made  their  Report.  The  mistake  wus  in 
tVie  Statute. 

Mr.    Rigby    Wason    objected    to   the 
course  proposed,   as   lending  the  sanction 
of  the  House  and  the  law  to  an  obvious 
injustice*     There  was  a  great  difTerence 
between   the  Canterbury  and   Monaghan 
cases,  which  had  been  relied  on  as  author- 
ities and  the  present.     In  both  the  former 
the  petitioners  never  attempted   to  prove 
a  case  of  bribery  against  the  sitting  Mem- 
bers, nor  had  they  ever  asked  the  Committee 
to   receive  evidence  en  such  a  point.     It 
would  be  contrary  to  every  principle  of 
justice  if  the  parties  could  keep  in  their 
pockets  the  best  part  of  their  case,  and 
take  the  opinion  of  the  Committee  upon 
the  least  important  part  of  it.  The  present 
case,  therefore  differed  entirely  from  those 
alluded  to  by  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  the 
Member  for  Montgomeryshire.  What  be 
should  propose  was,  that  the  House  should 
resolve  to  give  to  the  electors  of  Dublin 
fourteen  days  to  present  a  petition,  which, 
in  his  opinion,was  the  course  pointed  out  by 
the  forty-second  section  of  the  Reform  Bill. 
Mr.  George  Young  said^thatit  was  with 
deep  regret  that  he  felt  it  his  duty  to  offer 
himself  to  the  attention  of  the  House  for  a 
few  moments  in  consequence  of  the  severe 
illness  of  the  Chairman  of  the  Committee, 
which  threw  upon  him  the  task  of  giving  to 
the    House  a    short  explanation  of  the 
course  which  the  Committee  had  pursued. 
After  the  opinion  which  had  been  so  de- 
cidedly expressed  from  the  Chair,  and  from 
so  many  other  quarters  of  the  House,  as 
to  the  illegahty  of  the  decision  of  the  Com- 
mittee, it  would  ill  become  him  to  question 
the  justness  of  that  opinion,  and  he  should 
tlierefore  not  attempt  to  do  so  ;  neither 
should  he  waste  one  word  in  vindication 
of  the  motives  which  had  influenced   the 
decision  of  the   Committee,  because  the 
motives  of  those    highly- honourable  men 
with  whom  he  was  proud  to  have  been  associ- 
ated on  the  Committee  had  not  been  im- 
pugned.   His  object  in  rising  waa,  to  offer 
a  word  of  explanation,  in  order  to  elucidate 
some  circum&lauces  of  which  the   House 
was  not  aware,     h  would   be  recollected 
that  the   Commission  was  sent  to  Dublin 
in  the  month  of  March,    1835,   and  the 
Committee,  in  granting  that  Commission, 


passed  a  resolution  restricting  the  Com* 
missioners  in  the  reception  of  evidence. 
It  was  well  known  to  the  House,  and  to 
all  the  parties,  that  such  restriction  was 
placed  upon  the  Commissioners,  and  yet 
this  was  the  first  time  that  the  slightest 
intimation  was  given  that,  by  that  resolu- 
tion, the  Committee  had  shut  out  the 
electors  of  Dublin  from  an  investigation  of 
the  charge  of  bribery.  The  consequences 
of  the  resolution  to  which  the  Committee 
had  come  ought  to  have  been  pointed  out 
at  the  time,  when  there  would  hare  been  an 
opportunity  of  reconsidering  it.  When  the 
day  came  lately  for  going  into  the  investi- 
gation of  the  charge  of  bribery,  the  counsel 
for  the  sitting  Members  proposed  to  go  in- 
to the  whole  of  the  cases  upon  that  charge. 
The  Committee,  however,  were  at  the  time, 
engaged  in  the  scrutiny  of  votes,  and  they 
came  to  the  decision  that  it  was  better  to 
go  on  with  that  scrutiny ;  and  that  if  in 
the  course  of  it  any  case  of  bribery  should 
be  made  out,  it  would  be  competent  to 
the  Committee  to  reconsider  their  decision, 
on  an  application  being  made  by  counsel 
to  that  effect ;  but  no  such  application  had 
been  made.  The  Committee  would  not 
have  passed  the  resolution  restricting  the 
Commissioners  against  going  into  any 
evidence  to  bring  home  bribery  to  the  pre- 
sent sitting  Members,  unless  they  had  be- 
lieved that  it  would  be  open  to  the  electors 
to  go  into  that  question  on  a  future  occa* 
sion.  Mr.  Austin,  the  counsel,  said 
that  he  had  not  yet  touched  upon  the 
most  important  part  of  his  case,  namely, 
the  charge  of  bribery.  The  Committee 
upon  that  point  reserved  to  themselves  the 
reconsideration  of  whether  or  not  they 
would  send  the  matter  back  to  the  Commis- 
sioners to  inquire  into  the  bribery  part  of 
the  case,  on  any  subsequent  application 
being  made  to  them  by  counsel  to  that 
effect ;  but  the  application  was  never 
made.  He  would  not  of  course  pretend  to 
say  what  the  decision  of  the  Committee 
might  have  been  had  they  been  applied  to ; 
but  he  was  sure  the  application  would  have 
met  with  the  same  deliberate  and  dispas- 
sionate consideration  which  every  other 
part  of  the  case  did.  The  Committee  were, 
however,  unanimous  in  their  reservation  of 
the  right  to  reconsider  the  point,  had  they 
been  applied  to.  The  motives  of  the  Com- 
mittee had  not  been  impugned  ;  but  the 
legality  of  their  decision  had,  as  being 
opposed  to  the  statute  law.  He  was  free 
to  admit  that  he  was,  and  he  believed  must 
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of  the  Committee  were  unacquainted  with 
the  fttatute  law  on  ihe  subject,  but  be 
knew  that  they  came  to  the  decision  at 
which  they  had  arrived  as  honest  and 
conscientious  men.  Their  decision  in  this 
instance  was  certainly  unfortunate  in  re- 
spect to  its  illegality,  but  it  was  impossible 
to  impugn  the  motives  by  which  it  was  in- 
fluenced. 

Mr.  O^Connell  wished,  in  justice  to  him- 
self, to  state,  that  he  had  not  said  one 
word  of  the  motives  of  the  Committee  ; 
but  he  did  of  their  erroneous  decisions, 
of  which  this  was  a  very  small  sample.  He 
could  not,  however,  allow  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber who  had  just  sat  down  to  fritter  away 
the  distinct  admission  he  had  made  on  a 
former  night,  or  to  qualify  it  now  by  any 
circumlocution.  That  hon.  Member  had 
stated  distinctly,  that  he  thought  the 
Committee  had  come  to  an  erroneous 
conclusion  in  having  excluded  evidence, 
and  he  came  now  down  to  the  House,  and 
with  a  great  number  of  words  sought  to 
qualify  that  admission.  He  could  not 
allow  the  hon.  Member  to  do  away  with 
that  admission,  by  attempting  to  make 
them  believe  that  he  really  did  not  know 
what  the  effect  of  the  limitation  imposed 
upon  the  Commissioners  might  be.  The 
hon.  Member  said,  that  when  the  Com- 
mittee came  to  that  resolution,  they  ought 
to  have  been  informed  that  the  resolution 
.  the^  then  adopted  could  have  the  effect 
which  it  had  been  since  proved  to  have. 
The  House  must  be  astonished  when  he 
told  them,  that  the  Committee  decided 
that  they  would  not  hear  counsel.  One  of 
the  counsel  for  the  petitioners,  Mr.  Har- 
rison, spoke  in  terms  to  the  Committee 
which  were  not  the  most  flattering  upon 
that  decision.  And  the  hon.  Member 
now  came  down  to  say,  "  Why  were  we 
not  informed  that  such  would  be  the  effect 
of  our  resolution  ?"  he  having  prevented 
counsel  from  giving  him  that  information. 
He  did  not  arraign  the  hon.  Member's 
motives,  but  he  did  his  capacity.  Again, 
upon  the  very  occasion  to  which  the  hon. 
Member  had  just  alluded,  Mr.  Austin  was 
interrupted  and  prevented  by  the  chairman 
or  by  what  he  might  call  his  mouthpiece, 
the  hon.  Member  for  Tynemouth.  Coun- 
sel was  prevented  from  going  into  a  state- 
ment by  the  opinion  irregularly  delivered 
by  the  hon.  Member.  He  did  not  impugn 
motives — the  human  mind  could  not  be 
well  searched  ;  and  therefore  it  was  that 


he  did  not  impugn  the  motives  v^i 
be  impeached  the  decisions  of  the  C:=- 
mittee. 

Mr.  Young  had  not  used  the  firatper-r. 
in   speaking  of  the    Committee.     It  >.s 
therefore  an  injust.ice  to  him  to  make  Kn 
singly  responsible  for  the  acts  of  the  C::' 
mittee.   What  were  his  acts,  were  the  »i 
of  the   Committee.       And    now  he  sk  . 
say  this — let  the  hon.  Mennber  for  KiJkecT 
account  to  the  House    how    it  hapF»cn -i 
that  he  was  so  unfortunate  in  hisCoronjiare. 
composed  as  it  was  of    all  parties,  that  •: 
should,when  it  gave  a  decision   adverse  t} 
that  hon.  Member,    be  always  onaniiEOLs 
in  its  decisions.  Now,  it  was  pecuHariy  u> 
fortunate  for  that  hon.     Member,  thr.J 
the  Committee  came  to  an  erroneous  cod- 
elusion,  that  those  whose  political  sen timerts 
were  well  known  to  coincide  with  those  o( 
the  hon.  Member  for  Kilkenny,  should  be 
unanimous  in  coming  to  such  a  conclusicn. 
As  to  the  "  wantofcapacitj,"  of  which  be 
with  others  was  accused,  he    should  laoi 
answer  it,    as  he    considered    the  obser- 
vation unworthy  of  an  answer,   and  bfi 
received  it  with  the  contempt  that  it  de- 
served. 

The  Speaker  remarked  that  the  case  had 
been   substantially  disposed     of,   &ad  ht     i 
therefore  hoped  that  the  discussion  would 
not  be  pressed  farther. 

Mr.  Holland  remarked,  that  all  the 
Members  of  the  Committee  bad  come  into 
that  House  honourable  men,  and  he  trusted 
that  no  imputation  could  now  be  cast  upoQ 
them  forthe  decision  which  they  hdidconaeto. 

Petition  withdrawn. 

Reform  of  the  House  oy  Lords.] 
Lord  John  Russell  wished  to  know  from 
the  hon.   Gentleman    opposite   (Mr*  0, 
Price),  whether  it  was  his  intention  to  bring 
forward  that  evening  his  motion  to  have 
the  notice  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Kilkenny,  with  reference  to  a  change 
in  the  constitution  of  the  House  of  hords^ 
expunged  from  the  books ;  or  whether  be 
would  wait,  and  bring  it  forward  on  some 
future  day  on  going  into  a  Committee  of 
Supply  ? 

Mr.  O'Connell  said,  that  he  intended  i^ 
move  that  the  hon.  Member's  (Mr.  6* 
Price's)  notice  be  expunged  from  the  book. 

Mr.  Grove  Price  said,  that  he  would 
shortly  state  to  the  House  the  course  which 
it  was  his  intention  to  pursue  with  refrr- 
ence  to  the  notice  of  motion  to  which  the 
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noble  Lord  allude.    It  certainly  had  been 
bia  intention  to  bring  forward  his  motion 
nvhen  he  gave  notice  of  it^  with  a  view  to 
prevent  a  discussion  respecting  the  other 
House  of  Parliament,  from  which,  it  was 
his  conviction,  that  nothing  bat  evil  con- 
sequences could  arise.     Although  he  enter- 
tained not  the  slightest  doubt  of  the  over- 
whelming majority  with  which  the  House 
would  repudiate  the  notice  which  it  was 
his  object  to  have'expunged  from  the  books, 
and  the  attack  upon  the  privileges  and 
constitution  of  the  other  House  of  Parlia- 
ment which  it  designed,  yet  he  was  un- 
willing to  bring  about  a  deliberate  debate 
upon  such  a  subject.     Since  he  had  given 
his  notice,  he  had  been  informed  by  some 
gentlemen  to  whose  judement  and  opinions 
he  was  at  all  times  ready  to  pay  the  great- 
est deference,  that  there  were  some  techni> 
cal  objections  in  the  way  of  his  motion ; 
and,  that  being  the  case,  he  would  not  risk 
the  loss  of  a  question  of  such  tremendous 
magnitude  upon  a  mere  point  of  form. 
While  be  thus  waved,  for  the  present, 
bringing  forward  his  motion,  for  the  reasons 
he  had  stated,  he  begged  it  to  be  distinctly 
understood  that  he  did  not  abandon  it  on 
any  principle  connected  with  the  important 
subject  which  it  embraced,  and  that  at  a 
proper  season,  in  tempore  et  in  loco,  he 
should  bring  it  forward,  in  order  to  place 
upon  the  Journalsof  the  House,  the  strongest 
expression  of  the  feelings  which  he  en- 
tertained  upon  the  subject  of  it.       He 
knew  the  dexterity  of  those  with  whom  he 
had  to  contend,  and  how  adroitly  they 
would  endeavour  to  turn  him  round  upon  a 
point  of  form ;  and  as  be  looked  upon  this 
question  to  be  the  most  important  and 
momentous  that  had  been  brought  under 
the  consideration  of  the  House  since  the 
year  1648,  he  should  take  the  necessary 
time    to  consider  what  would  be   most 
judicious  for  him  to  pursue  respecting  it 
hereafter ;  but  at  the  same  time  he  begged 
to  repeat  his  determination  not  to  lose  sight 
of  the  object  he  had  in  view. 

Mr.  0  Connell  begged  also  to  assure  the 
House,  that  he  should  not  lose  sight  either 
of  the  object  which  he  had  in  view«  He 
knew  of  no  technical  objection  to  prevent 
the  hon.  Member  from  bringing  forward 
his  motion,  and  he  (Mr,  0*Connell)  was 
ready  to  meet  it,  whatever  opinions  might 
be  entertained  upon  the  subject  either  at 
the  camp  of  Don  Carlos  or  by  the  Morning 
Post,    The  question  would  ultimately  be 
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decided  as  the  people  of  England  willed 
that  it  should  be. 

Mr.  Orove  Price  explained.  He  had 
already  stated,  that  he  withdrew  his  motion 
on  technical  grounds. .  There  was,  how- 
ever, another  reason.  If  he  had  succeeded 
in  his  motion,  for  which  there  was  but  one 
precedent,  and  that  a  hasty  one,  the  hon« 
Member  for  Kilkenny,  or  some  other  hon. 
Member,  might  have  brought  it  forward  on 
any  supply  night. 

Lord  John  Russell  was  glad  the  hon. 
Gentleman  had  expressed  his  determina- 
tion not  to  persevere  in  the  motion  of  which 
he  had  given  notice.     It  was  his  intention 
to  have  opposed  that  motion,  as  it  was  his 
intention,  whenever  it  came  on,  to  oppose 
the  motion  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Kilkenny.     It  was  certainly  his  opinion 
that,  a3  it  was  the  undoubted  right  of  that 
House  to  entertain  Bills  to  regulate  the 
succession  to  the  Throne,  and  to  reform 
the  representation  of  the  people  in  Parlia- 
ment, so,  likewise,  it  was  the  undoubted 
right  of  that  House  to  introduce  and  to 
favour,  if  they  should  think  fit,  Bills  re- 
specting what  was  called  reform,  but  what 
he  did  not  consider  reform,  in  the  consti- 
tution of  the  other  branch  of  the  Legis- 
lature.   That  was  the  opinion  he  enter- 
tained— the  opinion  he  should  have  been 
prepared  to  maintain  and  argue  upon,  if 
the  hon.  Member  had  gone  on  with  his 
motion.      He  was  very  glad,  as  he  had 
already  stated,  that  the  hon.  Gentlemaa 
had  listened  to  the  advice  of  others — as  he 
presumed,  the  advice  of  the  right  reverend 
Prelates  of  the  Church.      A  motion,  it 
would  be  recollected,  bad  recently  been 
made  in  that  House,  not  for  any  reform 
with  respect  to  the  number  of  Prelates 
sitting  in  Parliament,  but  to  remove  Bishops 
from    sitting    in    Parliament    altogether. 
Now,   as  the  Lords  spiritual  had  as  full  a 
right,  and  he  was  determined  to  maintain 
that  right,  to  sit  in  the  other  House  of 
Parliament,  it  certainly  would  have  been  a 
bad  compliment  to  those  right  reverend 
Prelates  if  the  House  of  Commons  had 
shown  itself  ready  to  discuss  and  divide 
upon  a  motion  with  respect  to  the  removal 
of  the  Bishops,  while  it  could  not  entertain 
a  motion  with  respect  to  the  removal  of  the 
lay  Lords.     He  thought  it  was  very  likely, 
therefore,  that  the  right  reverend  Prelates, 
feeling  somewhat  hurt  at  the  course  in« 
tended  to  be  pursued  by  the  hon.  Member, 
had  suggested  to   him  the   propriety   of 
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^  ..4  moiiop,  in  oraer  inai  iney 
oiigni  not  be  placed  in  an  invidioui  situa- 
tion as  compared  Co  the  lay  Lords.  He 
had  much  greater  respect  for  the  right 
reverend  Prelates  than  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man. He  would  maintain  their  right  to 
tit  in  the  House  of  Lords — he  would  main- 
tain the  right  of  the  lay  Lords — he  would 
maintain  them  both  equally,  and  therefore 
he  was  not  prepared  to  make  that  invidi- 
ous distinction  between  the  spiritual  and 
temporal  Lords  of  Parliament,  which  was 
involved  in  the  motion  of  the  hon. 
Member. 

Notice  of  motion  withdrawn. 

The  House  resolved  itself  into  a  Corn- 
mittee  of 

Supply.  —  Miscellaneous  Esti- 
mates.] Mr.  F.  Baring  moved  a  grant 
of  64,450/.  for  public  works  and  public 
buildings. 

Mr.  Goulbum  took  that  opportunity  of 
directing  the  attention  of  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  to  the  havoc  made  in 
Kensington-gardens  by  the  cutting  down 
whole  rows  of  ornamental  timber,  which 
had  so  long  served  the  purpose  of  an 
agreeable  shade,  and  to  which  the  public 
had  been  accustomed  to  look  with  feelings 
approaching  to  respectful  veneration.  It 
was  much  to  be  regretted  that  those  who 
had  the  power  of  doing  such  extensive 
mischief  were  not  subjected  to  some  better 
control  before  they  applied  their  axe  in  so 
indiscriminate  and  destructive  a  manner. 
He  very  much  regretted  that  persons  who 
had  it  in  their  power  to  commit  greater 
mischief  than  they  could  ever  repair,  were 
not  placed  under  more  efficient  control. 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  said, 
that  if  future  generations  were  to  be  gra- 
tified by  the  existence  of  any  trees  at  all 
in  Kensington-gardens,  it  was  indispen- 
sably necessary  that  the  decayed  and  sickly 
trees  should  be  cut  down. 

Mr.  Ooulburn  replied,  that  a  great  num- 
ber of  the  trees  which  had  been  cut  down 
were  not  at  all  decayed. 

Mr.  Hume  bore  testimony  to  the  ju- 
dicious nature  of  the  alteration.  If  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  only  look  at 
the  trees  in  question  next  spring,  his  ob- 
jection would,  he  was  quite  certain,  be 
removed.  The  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr. 
Hume)  wished  to  know  on  what  ground 
.1,000/.  should  he  voted  for  the  repairs  of 
Marlboroiigh-house,  when  that  building 
had  been  setiled-on  the  Queen  ?     lie  also 


wi»nea  lo  Know  wneiner  r  was  uveyj  in« 
Buckingham  Palace  would  be  lued  for  tb« 
purpose  for  which  it  was  intended,  Damely, 
the  residence  of  the  King  ? 

The  Chancdlor  of  the  Exchequer  was 
not  aware  that  any  circumstance  bad  arisen 
that  could  justify  the  supposition  that 
Buckingham  Palace  was  not  to  be  used  a 
the  King's  residence.  At  present  it  re* 
quired  one  or  two  further  alterations  ;  bit 
he  had  the  satisfaction  of  being  able  to 
say  that  it  would  not  be  necessary  to  ap- 
ply for  any  more  grants  for  the  coraplelit  q 
of  it.  With  respect  to  Marlborough- 
house  his  hon.  Friend  laboured  under 
some  misapprehension.  That  baildio^ 
was  undoubtedly  the  jointure-house  of  the 
Queen,  bat  it  did  not  become  the  pro- 
perty of  bar  Majesty  until  a  certain  event 
took  place,  which  he  was  sure  the  Hous 
and  the  country  would  not  anticipate,  h 
the  mean  time,  that  building  was  not  of 
more  expense  to  the  public  than  the  mere 
charge  for  repairing  the  roof  and  oth» 
parts  of  it,  which  they  were  bound  to  keep 
in  repair. 

Mr.  Wakley  could  not  help  complaining 
that  the  British  Museum  was  shut  op  io 
holiday  time^  when  many  of  the  laboariof 
classes  were  able  and  anxious  to  visit  it« 
It  had  been  shut  during  the  whole  of  i^^ 
Whitsuntide  week.  He  also  wished  to 
direct  the  attention  of  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  to  the  state  of  the  R«- 
gent's-park  on  Sundays.  He  did  not  ob- 
ject to  the  Zoological  Gardens;  on  the 
contrary,  he  thought  that  they  were  of 
great  advantage  to  the  public;  but  he 
could  not  help  complaining  of  the  great 
collection  of  carriages  there  on  a  Sunday: 
indeed,  to  such  an  extent  that  it  became 
a  nuisance.  [Hear,  hear!  from  Sir  iis- 
drew  Agnew!\  He  perceived  the  bwJ* 
Baronet,  the  Member  for  Wigtonshire  io 
his  place,  but  he  could  not  agree  with  the 
hon.  Baronet  that  the  park-gates  should 
be  shut  to  carriages  ou  Sundays.  Yes- 
terday the  accumulation  of  carnages  vai 
so  great,  that  the  passage  was  stopped  for 
nearly  an  hour,  both  to  carriages  and  foot 
passengers.  He  thought  that  it  would  not 
be  difficult  to  make  some  arrangement  by 
which  this  objection  could  be  obviated. 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  ob- 
served, that  he  had  nlways  felt  that  it  was 
most  expedient  and  wise  that  the  British 
Museum  should  be  open  during  I  he  holi^ 
days,  and  chiefly,  because  il  enabled  the 
junior  'branches   of  families,    who    were 
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brought  home  for  the  holidays,  to  become 
acquainted  with  the  vahiable  contents  of 
that    institution.     It  was  necessary  that 
some  time  should  be  allowed  the  attend- 
ants   in  the  Museum,  to  cleah  it  and  to 
make  new  arrangements;  but  he  thought 
other  periods  than  the  holidays  should  be 
devoted  to  that  purpose.    He  would  pled;*e 
himself  to  bring  the  subject  under  the  at- 
tention of  the  trustees  for  the  purpose  of 
making  an  alteration.     With  respect  to 
the    other   objection    made  by  the   hon. 
Member,  namely,  to  the  crowd  that  as- 
sembled at   the   Zoological    Gardens  on 
Sunday,  he  would  only   observe,  that  it 
was  incidental  to  the  anxiety  of  the  public 
to  visit  that  place,  and  above  all,  in  con- 
sequence of  the  peculiar  source  of  attrac- 
tion at  (he  present  moment.     He  should 
be  extremely  sorry  to  close  the  Zoological 
Gardens  on  Sundays^  as  he  thought  that 
they  afforded  good  means  of  relaxation 
and  instruction.     He  went  there  very  often 
himself  on  Sunday,  and  if   he  was  not 
bettered  by  it,  at  any  rate  he  thought  that 
he  devoted  a  part  of  the  Sunday  for  a 
perfectly  legitimate  and  proper  purpose. 
Some  alteration  might,  perhaps,  be  made 
with  respect  to  arranging   the   carriages 
conveying  persons  to  the  Zoological  Gar- 
dens on  Sundays. 

Mr.  Wdkhy  said,  that  he  should  not 
have  made  a  single  complaint  on  the  sub- 
ject if  the  public  participated  in  the  ad- 
vantages of  the  Zoological  Gardens  on 
Sundays.  Each  proprietor  had  the  right 
of  admission  for  himself,  and  also  the 
liberty  of  introducing  two  friends;  these 
persons  were  generally  of  the  higher  or- 
ders, and  the  great  bulk  of  the  public,  and 
more  especially  the  poorer  classes,  were 
excludeci. 

Sir  Andrew  Agnew  did  not  think  that 
it  was  a  proper  use  of  the  Sabbath  to  visit 
the  Zoological  Gardens  on  that  day.  On 
the  contrary,  he  considered  it  a  desecra- 
tion of  the  Sabbath,  and  that  the  Zoolo- 
gical Gardens  as  well  as  all  other  places  of 
amusement  for  the  rich  should  be  closed  on 
that  day. 

Mr.  Ridley  Colbome  begged  to  observe, 
as  a  trustee  of  the  British  Museum,  that 
be  entirely  concurred  with  all  that  had 
fallen  from  his  ri^ht  hon.  Friend  (the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer)  on  the  sub- 
jeii.  He  trusted  that  nrranj»ements  would 
he  made  to  allow  \\u\i  national  institution 
to  he  opened  in  the  holidays. 
Mr.  Smith  O'Brien  concurred    in  the 


opinion  that  the  British  Museum'shouldbe 
opened  to  all  classes  on  Sundays.  At 
that  place  there  was  a  much  more  instruc- 
tive and  quite  as  interesting  an  exhibition 
as  at  the  Zoological  Gardens.  The  public 
also  had  a  right  to  have  admittance  there 
at  all  times,  as  it  was  national  property, 
but  they  had  no  right  to  claim  admission 
on  that  day  to  the  Zoological  Gardens. 

Sir  Andrew  Agnew  protested  against 
making  the  attendants  of  the  British 
Museum  wotk  on  Sundays  against  their 
consciences,  and  trusted  that  such  a  pro- 
position as  that  just  made  by  the  hon. 
Gentleman  would  never  receive  the  sanc- 
tion of  the  House.  He  hoped  also  that 
the  right  hon.  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer would  re-consider  the  opinion 
whicli  he  had  that  night  expressed  with 
respect  to  visiting  the  Zoological  Gardens 
on  Sundays,  and  which  he  (Sir  Andrew 
Agnew)  had  heard  with  surprise.  Such 
an  opinion  was  not  in  conformity  with  the 
religious  feeling  of  the  great  body  of  the 
people. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

The  sum  of  25,860/.  was  then  proposed 
to  defray  the  charge  of  the  new  buildings 
at  the  British  Museum,  between  April  1, 
1836,  and  March  31, 1837. 

In  answer  to  a  remark  made  by  Mr, 
Hawes, 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  said 
that  he  did  not  intend  that  this  sum  should 
be  appropriated  till  the  recommendations 
of  the  Commissioners  were  received.  He 
thought  that  the  best  course  would  be,  to 
leave  the  wishes  of  the  public  on  subjects 
of  intellectual  improvement  to  develope 
themselves,  and  in  support  of  that  opinioa 
he  referred  to  the  steps  recently  taken  in 
several  provincial  towns  with  the  view  of 
establishing  institutions  for  the  intellectual 
culture  of  the  people.  The  case  of  the 
British  Museum  was,  however,  an  ex- 
ception to  all  rules  of  that  description — it 
was  a  national  museum,  and  he  thought 
that  at  least  one  national  museum  ought 
to  be  maintained  at  the  general  cost  of  the 
nation.  In  giving  literary  and  scientific 
institutions  at  the  public  charge  to  pro- 
vincial places,  there  was  danger  that  the 
wa.nts  and  wishes  of  the  people  would  be 
supplied  with  more  than  they  required, 
and,  therefore,  he  recommended  that 
there  should  be  a  limitation  to  the  metro- 
polis of  grants  of  that  n.iture.  He  de- 
sired further  to  state,  that  he  intended  to 
lay  before  the  House  a  small  supple- 
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mentary  estimate  for  the  pnrpoM  of  esta- 
blishing a  school  of  design,  with  a  view 
geuerally  to  the  cultivation  of  the  popular 
taste,  and  to  the  practical  improvement  of 
our  manufactures.  He  trusted,  that  the 
proposed  institution  would  be  well  suited 
to  serve  as  a  model  according  to  which 
other  schools  might  be  formed  in  pro- 
vincial places.  There  would  also  be  a 
supplementary  estimate  for  two  acquisi- 
tions connected  with  the  arts  which  the 
Treasury  had  made  for  the  British  Museum. 
Of  these  he  wished  to  give  the  present  no- 
tice, that  hon.  Members  might  not  be  taken 
by  surprise. 

Mr.  Hume  said,  that  properly  there 
should  be  no  more  money  voted  for  the 
Museum  until  a  distinct  promise  was  made 
by  the  Government  that  the  Museum 
should  be  placed  under  such  improved  re- 
gulations as  would  enable  the  whole  public 
to  derive  advantage  from  it.  At  present 
the  Museum  was  closed  precisely  at  the 
hour  when  mechanics  and  others  might 
have  the  chance,  if  it  were  left  open,  of 
going  over  it ;  and  on  the  precise  days, 
Hobdays,  when  the  classes  he  spoke  of 
were  in  a  situation  to  devote  the  whole 
day  to  an  examination  of  the  Museum, 
on  those  precise  days  was  the  Museum 
closed.  The  Museum  was  now  opened  at 
ten  and  closed  at  four ;  but  he  could  see 
no  reason  why  these  hours  should  not  be 
altered  so  as  to  enable  all  classes  to  derive 
every  possible  advantage  from  an  institu- 
tion which  they  were  called  upon  to  sup- 
port at  so  heavy  an  expense. 

Mr.  Wakley  saw  no  reason  why  the 
Museum  should  not  be  opened  on  Sundays. 

Sir  Andrew  Agnew  protested  against 
such  a  desecration  of  the  Sabbath. 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  said, 
he  certainly  thought  that  it  was  very  de- 
sirable to  make  some  changes  in  the  pre- 
sent regulations  of  the  Museum,  with 
reference  to  the  extension  of  the  hours  of 
exhibition,  holidays,  &c.  As  to  the 
Museum  being  open  on  Sundays,  his  own 
individual  opinion  was  not  opposed  to  such 
a  proposition  being  acted  upon  to  a  cer- 
tain extent,  but  he  did  not  see  how  that 
could  be  done  without  interfering  with  (he 
observance  of  the  Sabbath  by  the  parties 
employed  on  the  establishment. 

Sir  Thomas  Fremantle  said,  however  he 
might  subject  himself  to  the  taunts  of  a 
portion  of  the  House,  he  would  add  his 
protest  to  that  of  the  lion.  Baronet  against 
any  enconragement  being  given  by    the 
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Legislature  to  sach  ao  eroploynnent  of  the 
Sabbath.  If  the  Museum  were  to  be 
opened  on  that  day,  on  the  same  principle 
the  Legislature  would  be  called  upon  lo 
throw  open  the  Adelaide  Gallery,  or  other 
similar  exhibitions,  and  possibly  the 
Theatres. 

Mr.  Hume  said,  the  hon.  Baronets  were 
mistaken  if  they  thought  that  their  views 
upon   these  subjects  conveyed  the  moral 
opinion    of   the    country.         As    to    the 
Adelaide    Gallery,    that    was    a     trade: 
whereas  the  British  Museum  vras  an  ex- 
hibition   maintained  at  public   cost,  and 
which,  therefore,  ought  to  be  open   to  the 
public  upon  all  possible  occasions.     For 
the  mechanic  to  spend  his  Sunday  after- 
noon with  his  family  in  the  Museum  ap- 
peared to  him  (Mr.  Hume)  a  nriucb  better 
disposal  of  his  time  than  if   he  were  to 
resort  to  the  public  house  or  the   gin  pa- 
lace.     If  the   hon.  Baronet    would    bat 
consent  to  open  his  mind  to  the  plain  tes- 
timony of  fact,  he  would   find  that  the 
soldier  and  the  mechanic  of  Paris  derived 
a  much  higher  elevation  of  mind,  and  a 
consequent  higher  tone  of  tnoraiity,  from 
spending  their  Sunday  afternoon   in  the 
Louvre  than  from  besotting  themselrcs  in 
a  cabaret. 

Sir  Thomas  Fremantle  believed  he  was 
quite  as  open  to  conviction  as  the  hon. 
Member,  whose  character  in  the  House 
was  precisely  that  of  the  extremest  obsti- 
nacy, and  an  indisposition  to  open  his 
mind  to  the  opinions  of  others. 

Mr.  Hume  had  not  intended  to  affront 
the  hon.  Baronet,  but  he  was  certainly 
indisposed  to  be  dictated  to  by  the  hon. 
Baronet,  however  much  the  hon.  Baronet 
might  wish  to  force  every  body  to  be  of 
his  way  of  thinking.  As  to  the  hon. 
Baronet's  charging  him  with  obstinacy,  it 
was  quite  a  question  whether  it  was  lus 
obstinacy  or  the  right  hon.  Baronet's 
dullness  which  had  most  to  do  io  tlic 
matter. 

Vote  postponed. 

On  the  motion  that  31,112/.  be 
granted  to  defray  the  expense  of  com- 
pleting  the  National  Gallery, 

Mr.  Ewart  submitted  to  the  consider- 
ation of  the  Committee  the  propriety  of 
not  allowing  the  Royal  Academy  lo 
occupy  the  wing  of  the  new  National 
Gallery.  He  objected  to  one-third  of  the 
building  being  devoted  to  the  Royal  Aca- 
demy, and  the  reason  he  did  so  was,  be- 
cause it  was  a  private  instituttoo,  except 
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so  far  as  it  had  a  Royal  Charier,     It  had 
no  right  to  claim  a  preference  over  other 
private  societies,  and,  least  of  all,  to  have 
a  paxt  of  a  gallery  which  was  built  at  the 
expense  of  the  nation  for  national  purposes. 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  said, 
that  they  did.  nothing  for  the  Royal  Aca- 
demy but  give  them  Room  for  their  Exhi- 
bitions.    Except  the  occupation   of  the 
rooms  at  Somerset- House,  they  had   no 
exclusive  privileges;  and  be  it  recollected, 
that  they  were  in  the  occupation  of  the 
rooms  at  the  present  moment.     Suppose 
the  amendment  of  the  hon.   Gentleman 
were  adopted,  what  would  be  itseftecl? 
It  would  not  take  away  from  the  Royal 
Academy  the   rooms  they   had ;  on   tlie 
contrary,  it  would  leave  them  in   undis- 
turbed  possession  of  them.     They   were 
held  under  the  grant  of  the  Crown.     The 
only  question  was,  whether  it  was  most 
for  the  public  convenience  that  the  Royal 
Academy  should  have  a  place  of  exhibi- 
tion   at    Charing-cross   or    at  Somerset- 
House.     Now  the  Government  thought  it 
bettertowholly  appropriate  Somerset-house 
to  the  business  of  Government,  and  it  ap- 
peared to  him  to  be  more  convenient  to 
bring  the  works  of  art  together,   so  that 
the  public  might  have  the  opportunity  of 
comparing  readily  the  works  of  British  art 
with  the  great  productions  of  the  ancient 
artists.      Having  seen  the  way  in  which 
the   Royal   Academy   administered   their 
funds,  he  must  say,  with  reference  to  this 
question,  that   he  believed   it   would    he 
wrong  in  the  House  to  withhold  from  the 
arts  the  very  small  encouragement  which 
in  this  country  was  afforded  them. 

Mr.  Hume  said,  he  for  one  did  not 
object  to  the  Royal  Academy  having  the 
room,  provided  it  was  not  wanted  for 
other  purposes,  but  he  could  not  but  think 
that  they  bad  a  monopoly  which  was  in- 
jurious to  the  arts.  They  had  the  power 
of  granting  honours  and  excluding  per- 
sons from  participating  in  them,  who 
might  be  fairly  entitled  to  do  so. 

Mr.  Warhurton  expressed  it  as  his  be- 
lief, that  if  it  were  once  known  that 
house-room  was  provided  for  the  reception 
of  works  of  art,  donations  of  valuable 
pictures  would  be  sent  in  to  a  very  con- 
siderable extent,  and  thus  a  fine  collec- 
tion of  pictures  would  be  formed  without 
its  costing  a  shilling  of  the  public  money. 
Mr.  R,  Colbome  corroborated  the  state- 
ment of  the  hon.  Member  for  Bridport,  as 

\Q  the  efect  of  a  national  gallery  being 


erected.  He  said  there  had  been  dona- 
tions already  sent  in  to  the  amonnt  of 
60,000/.  liis  Majesty  had  lately  pre- 
sented six  pictures  to  the  Gallery. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

On  the  motion  that  15,300/.  be  granted 
to  restore  that  part  of  the  Penitentiary  at 
Millbank  which  had  been  destroyed  by  (ire, 

Mr.  Hume  said,  he  had  frequently 
questioned  the  propriety  of  keeping  up 
this  establishment,  which  he  considered 
to  have  completely  failed  in  its  object. 
He  was  opposed  to  the  principal  of  the 
establishment,  and  thought  they  Ofight 
not  to  sanction  any  new  dit^bursement  for 
its  repairs.  The  management  of  the 
institution  was  in  the  hands  of  Commis- 
sioners, who  were  in  reality  irresponsible. 
The  place  ought  to  be  under  the  direction 
of  the  Secretary  of  Slate. 

Mr.  Gladstone  called  the  attention  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Middlesex  to  the 
fact,  that  the  charge  was  not  for  the 
repairs  only,  part  of  it  was  to  provide 
accommodation  for  military  prisoners. 

Lord  J.  Russell  said,  it  was  true  a  por- 
tion of  the  expense  was  to  adapt  a  build- 
ing for  the  reception  of  soldiers,  that  they 
might  not  be  kept  longer  in  eounty  gaols, 
which  had  been  found  very  objectionable. 
Though  the  management  of  the  institu- 
tion was  vested  in  Commissioners,  they 
referred  to  the  Secretary  of  State  when 
questions  arose,  and  the  opinion  he  gave 
was  generally  acted  upon  by  the  Commis- 
sioners. The  management  of  the  Peni- 
tentiary was  much  more  under  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  now  than  it  was  formerly. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

On  the  resolution  that  7,000/.  be  granted 
to  defray  the  expenses  of  the  prison  and 
works  at  Dartmoor  being  proposed, 

Mr.  Hawes  expressed  a  hope  that  as 
imprisonment  for  debt  would  soon  be 
abolished,  the  country  would  be  spared 
a  considerable  expense  for  the  mainte- 
nance of  prisons.  The  hon.  Gentleman 
adverted  to  the  Report  which  had  re- 
cently been  made  to  Government  on  the 
state  of  Newgate,  and  said,  that  it  re- 
flected the  greatest  discredit  and  disgrace 
on  the  magistrates  of  the  city,  to  allow 
that  prison  to  remain  in  so  shameful  a 
condition.  Indeed,  he  knew  not,  even  if 
those  magistrates  were  to  be  removed 
from  their  situations,  the  duties  of  which 
they  so  grossly  neglected,  that  the  punish- 
ment would  be  more  than  the  offence 
deeervedf 
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Lord  John  Russell  said,  that  with  re- 
spect to  the  abolition  of  imprisonment  for 
debt,  nobody  would  rejoice  more  than  he 
should,  if  he  could  say^  that  he  believed  it 
ivould  speedily  take  place;  but  he  was 
afraid  there  was  not  much  chance  of  it. 
Judging  from  what  he  had  heard  else- 
where, he  was  not  very  sanguine  that  there 
would  be  a  speedy  abolition  of  the  existing 
system.  With  respect  to  the  observations 
which  the  hon.  Gentleman  had  made  in 
reference  to  the  state  of  the  gaol  of  New- 
gate, he  begged  to  say,  that  the  inspec- 
tors had  bestowed  great  attention  in  the 
inspection  of  Newgate  prison,  to  which  he 
had  especially  directed  their  notice  imme. 
diately  after  their  appointment.  The  opi- 
nion expressed  by  the  hon.  Gentleman 
with  respect  to  that  prison,  certainly  did 
not  differ  from  the  character  given  of  it 
in  the  report  of  the  inspectors.  At  the 
same  time,  as  there  was  one  present  who, 
ID  an  especial  manner,  represented  the 
Corporation  of  the  City  of  London,  it  was 
but  fair  to  say,  that  he  had  lately  made 
inquiry  of  the  Lord  Mayor  as  to  the  state 
of  Newgate,  and  his  Lordship  had  in- 
formed him  (Lord  John  Russell)  that  a 
Committee  had  been  appointed  by  the 
Corporation  to  investigate  the  subject. 
He  ought  also  to  state,  that  the  gaoler 
and  officers  of  the  prison  had  given  cer- 
tain explanations  to  the  inspectors,  which 
they  complained  had  not  been  fairly  set 
forth  by  the  inspectors  in  their  Report, 
and  which  ought  to  be  seen  by  the  pub- 
lic before  a  final  opinion  was  formed  upon  the 
subject.  He,  therefore,  hoped  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen would  suspend  their  judgments 
until  they  had  seen  the  statement  of  the 
gaoler  and  officers,  and  also  any  report 
which  the  Committee  appointed  by  the 
Corporation  might  make. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

On  the  Question,  "That  a  sum,  not 
exceeding  12,270/.,  be  granted  lo  his  Ma- 
jesty»  to  make  good  the  deficiency  of  the 
Fee  Fund  in  the  department  of  his  Ma- 
jesty's Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies/' 

Mr.  William  E,  Gladstone  said,  he 
wished  on  that  occasion  to  notice  the  dis- 
missal of  Mr.  Hay,  and  the  reduction  of 
an  office  which  he  considered  equivalent 
in  importance  and  efficiency  to  an  Under- 
Secretaryship.  Unpopular  as  it  might  be 
to  find  fault  with  any  economical  change, 
he  did  not  hesitate  to  express  his  regret  at 
that  reduction ;  because  he  was  convinced 
that  if  the  business  to   be  dwe  weie 


properly  allotted  in  tbe    office,  there  wis 
abundant  employment     for    three   Under- 
Secretaries.     He  did    not    insin««te  that 
any  deficiency  had  been    found  Co  exist  in 
consequence  of  the  alteration  ;   for  he  wis 
aware  of  the  energy  of    his   hon*   Frietd 
opposite,  and  of  the  remarkable  talents, 
and  still  more  remarkable    indusriy  of  Mr. 
Stephen,  who  had  been    advanced  to  the 
post  lately  occupied  by    Mr.    Hay.     But 
the  arrangements  of  every  office  ought  to 
be  calculated  with   reference    to    average 
abilities,  and  if  they  were    to  be  govemrd 
by  reference  lo  the  extraordinary  re«oarces 
of  Mr.  Stephen,  the  reduction  mig-ht  hawe 
been  carried  still  further,  and  perhaps  the 
salary  of  the  Chief  Secretary  bira«elf  saved 
to  the  public.     At  the  time  of  Mr.  Have 
dismissal,    The  Globe    neirapaper  stated 
1,000/.   a-year   had    been    saved    to  the 
public  by  the  new  arrangenoent*  and  that 
Mr.    Hay   had    retired    upon     a    peosioo 
secured  to  him  by  the  late  Oorernoient, 
the  Government  of  Sir  Robert  Peel.     He 
was  not   precisely  cognizant    of   the  pe- 
cuniary state   of  the  question,    and   the 
words  of  the  present  vote  did    not  enMe 
him  to  ascertain  it;  but  before  the  change,  be 
believed,  the  expenses  were — Mr.  Lack's 
salary  at  the   Board  of  Trade,    1,500/.; 
Mr.  Hay's,  at  the  Colonial  Oflfice,  2,000/. ; 
Mr.  Stephen's,  at  the  Colonial  Office  anil 
Board  of  Trade,   1,500/.;  in   all    ^,000/. 
Now,  the  salary  of  Mr.  Lack's  soccessor, 
M.   Le   Marchant,   was   1,500/.;    tite  re- 
tiring pension  of  Mr.  Lack,  1,500/. ;  Mr. 
Stephen's    salary,    1,500/.;     Mr.    l^Bys 
pension,  1,000/.;   total  5,500/.:  so  that 
the   pulilic,    instead   of   gaining    1,000/., 
appeared  to  lose   500/.   annually.      Mr. 
H^Vf  A  gentleman  in  the  priuie  of  lif<?t 
was  here  represented  as  retiring  upon  h'fs 
pension,  and  thus  entailing  a  charge  on 
the  public ;  whereas,  in  fact,  his  reQior>t 
would  be  more  correctly  described  by  sny 
other  name,  and  was  an  absolute  dismissal. 
The  public  then  paid  500L  a«year,  aad 
lost  the  serrices  of   an  officer,  against 
whose  efficiency  no  charge  whatever  bad 
been  advanced.    As  Mr.  Stq>heQ  offered 
to  go  to  the  Board  of  Trade,  it  was  per- 
fectly competent  to  tbe  Goverament,  sap- 
posing  them  to  prefer  considerations  of 
economy  before  everything  else,  to  have 
continued  Mr.  Hay  in  bis  office,  and  sp* 
pointed  a  successor  to  Mr.  Stephen  in  tke 
Colonial  Office. 

Sir  George  Grey  said,  Mr.  Hay  w 

rM|ttesced  lo  retire  bocwiso  the  doty  cmU 


too  largie  with  three  Under-Secretaries, 
the  reroOTal  caused  a  reduction  of  1,000/, 
a-yeary  and  it  was  unjust  to  state,  that 
tWere  had  been  no  saving  effected  in  tho 
Colonial  Department. 

Mr.  Pauieit  Thowison  wished  to  state. 

that  Mr.  Lack  had  served  thirty  years  and 

had  a  right  to  retire.     It  was  his  duty  to 

iaquire  how  the  business  of  his  office  might 

be  best  carried  on.    Mr.  Lack,  in  conse-^ 

quence  of  an  increase  of  duty,  found  it 

impossible  to  render  those  services  at  the 

Board  of  Trade,  which  he  was  anxious  to 

render.  It  was  thought  proper  therefore  to 

unite  the  office  held  by  Mr,  Stephen  with 

that  held  by  Mr.  Lack,  which  effected  a 

saving  to  the  public  of  500/.  a-year. 

8ir  Thomas  Fremantle  thought,  that  the 
public  had  lost  an  efficient  officer  in  Mr, 
Hay,  and  had  to  sustain  an  increased 
charge;  there  had  been  a  saving  in  the 
Colonial  Department  to  the  amount  of 
400/.,  but  the  expense  of  the  whole  estab- 
lishment, including  the  Board  of  Trade 
and  Privy  Council,  was  2,500/.  more  than 
the  estimates  of  the  last  year. 

Mr.  Pouleit  Thornton  was  surprised  at 
the  observation  which  had  fallen  from  the 
right  hon.  Baronet,  because,  from  the 
official  station  he  had  held,  he  might  have 
known  the  reason  why  there  appeared  to  be  an 
increased  charge  for  the  office  of  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade.  The  Treasurership 
of  the  Navy  which  was  held  in  connexion 
with  it,  had  been  removed,  and  the  2,000/. 
salary  which  was  formerly  charged  upon 
another  item,  now  appeared  as  an  increase 
of  the  expense  uf  that  office,  so  that  there 
was  no  real  increase,  but  there  had  been  a 
decrease  of  expenses  in  the  Colonial  De- 
partmenU 

Sir  Thomas  Fremantle:  There  was 
nothing  on  the  face  of  these  accounts  to 
.show  that  an  item  was  charged  here  which 
did  not  appear  in  the  Estimates  of  the  last 
year.  He  was,  however,  satis6ed  with  the 
explanation  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 

Mr.  Hume  :  The  hon.  Member  for  New- 
ark complained  of  the  dismissal  of  Mr. 
Hay*  The  ground-work  of  the  dismissal 
of  this  gentleman  was  laid  by  the  Govern- 
meat  of  the  right  boo.  Baronet,  the  Mem- 
ber forTamworth,  who  gave  him  the  power 
of  retiring  whenever  he  pleased;  which 
was  as  much  as  to  say,  '<  We  will  provide 
for  oor  own  friend/'  Having  been  made 
independent  by  the  Government  who  ap- 
IpOMisd  kifOi  it  was  highly  piopei  that  the 


Mr.  Goulburn,  The  argument  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Middlesex  was,  that  because 
Mr,  Hay  was  rendered  independenti  he 
was,  therefore,  unable  to  discharge  his 
duty ;  but  he  had  not  heai^d  that  Mr.  Hay 
ever  violated  his  duty.  Whether  depen- 
dent, or  independent,  he  would  always 
discharge  his  duty  honourably  and  faith- 
fully, to  the  utmost  extent  of  his  ability. 
Mr.  Hay  accepted  office  on  the  express 
condition  that  he  should  receive  the 
pension — the  bestowing  of  which  the  hon. 
Member  for  Middlesex  condemned  ;  but  it 
did  not  at  all  follow,  that,  having  secured 
this  point,  he  should  retire  from  office  for 
the  purpose  of  enjoving  it.  If  such  had 
been  his  intention,  he  might  have  quitted 
office  before  his  removal  from  it ;  but  he 
preferred  rendering  his  services  to  his 
country  for  the  money  he  received. 

Mr.  Francis  Baring  said,  that  there  was 
a  certain  class  of  officers  of  the  State  not 
politically  connected  with  the  Government 
for  the  time  being,  but  whose  situations 
were  permanent,  and  who  stayed  in  office 
during  changes  in  the  Administration  ; 
and  to  them  the  Superannuation  Act 
granted  retiring  allowances  when  their 
services  were  closed.  There  was  another 
class  of  officers  politically  connected  with 
the  Ministry  by  whom  they  were  appointed  ; 
they  came  into  office  with  them,  and  with 
them  they  went  out ;  for  these  the  House  of 
Commons  had  thought  proper  to  provide 
pensions,  not  suffering  them  to  depend 
Mpon  the  will  of  their  opponents,  without 
which  security,  perhaps,  few  or  no  efficient 
men  could  be  found  ready  to  take  such 
office.  Of  the  former  class  was  Mr.  Hay, 
and  he  was  surprised  Mr.  Hay  did  not 
apply  for  his  superannuation  if  he  wished 
to  retire  from  office. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

On  the  Question,  that  15,600/.  be  grant- 
ed to  defray  the  charges  of  the  Penitentiary 
at  Millbank  for  the  year, 

The  Lord  Mayor  took  this  opportunity 
of  replying  to  some  observations  which 
had  been  made  when  he  was  not  in 
his  place,  finding  fault  with  the  conduct 
of  the  Magistrates  of  the  city  of  London, 
in  respect  to  the  gaol  of  Newgate.  He 
had  to  complain  more  especially  of  the 
course  pursued  by  the  Prison  Inspectors, 
both  in  the  manner  they  had  proceeded 
in  their  inquiries,  and  in  the  Report  they 
had  made  on  the  subject,  and  which  he 

i  4«<}lared  had  been  got  op  eotiroiy  upon 


1167  Supply. 

ez-parte  statements.  Forhtmsetf^he begged 
to  slate,  that  when  the  Prison  Inspectors 
entered  upon  their  duties  he  (the  Lord 
Major)  told  them  that  he  shonld  always 
be  ready  to  give  them  every  assistance  or 
information  in  his  power,  but  that  he  had 
never  been  applied  to  by  them  until  the 
business  of  inquiry  was  nearly  brought  to 
a  close;  and  when  he  took  the  oppor- 
tunity of  putting  two  questions,  and  two 
questions  only,  to  Mr.  Cope,  the  Governor 
of  Newgate,  which,  with  their  answers,  he 
would  state  to  the  House.  The  6r6t 
question  was,  as  to  the  nature  and  mode 
of  the  evidence  taken  by  the  Inspectors, 
in  reply  to  which  Mr.  Cope  stated  the 
circumstance,  that  when  he  was  asked  by 
the  Inspectors  whether  he  took  care  to 
visit  the  prison  every  twenty-four  hours^ 
he  replied, ''  I  cannot,  for  these  reasons;" 
upon  which  the  Inspectors  interrupted 
him,  observing,  «« We  don't  want  to  hear 
your  reasons ;  you  have  answered  our 
question,  and  that  is  sufficient  for  our 
purpose."  Now  he  put  it  to  the  House, 
whether  this  was  a  fair  way  of  taking  evi- 
dence on  a  great  public  question.  The 
next  question  which  he  caused  to  be  pot 
to  Mr.  Cope  was,  "  Have  yon  any  means 
of  ascertaining,  or  any  sort^f  record  of 
the  names  of  the  prisoners  who  in  the 
Report  are  designated  as  A,  B,  C,  D,  Scc^ 
&c."  To  which  Mr.  Cope  replied,  that 
he  had  no  authentic  information  by  which 
to  individualize  them  all,  but  he  believed 
that  every  one  of  them  were  then  on  their 
way  to  BoUny  Bay.  He  (the  Lord  Mayor) 
hoped  that  there  wonld  be  a  rigid  inquiry 
into  the  circumstances  connectMl  with  ths 
Report,  and  that  the  Prison  Inspectors 
should  be  in  attendance  at  the  inquiry; 
and  he  would  ask  the  country  to  suspend 
their  judgment  upon  the  subject  till  the 
result  of  that  inquiry  was  known.  With 
respect  to  the  management  of  the  prison 
of  Newgate,  he  would  ask  the  noble 
Lord,  the  Secreiair  of  Sute  for  the  Hc»roe 
Department,  vlieiLer  the  case  of  that 
^a<^  was  one  wLicb  couid   be  taken  is 
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soners  from  the  city  oi  London  wonki 
scarcely  amount  to  two  or  three  bnndred 
in  the  year,  but  by  the  addition  of  the 
Middlesex  county  cases,  the  amnber  of 
prisoners  was  increased  to  3,000.  These 
prisoners  passed  through  so  zapidly,  beio; 
received  into  the  walls  oa  a  Thond^y 
perhaps,  and  tried  on  Friday,  that  it  be- 
came impossible  to  observe  any  of  tboa 
regulations  for  the  classification  and  dis- 
cipline of  the  prisoners  vrbich  migfat  be 
practised  with  advantage  in  other  gaob. 

Lord  John  Russell  had  oo  besitatfoa  in 
concurring  in  the  observaticHi  aiade  by 
the  Lord  Mayor,  that  die  gaol  of  Newgate 
was  of  that  peculiar  character  which  rea- 
dered  it  a  matter  of  very  great  difficoitj 
to  enforce  within  it  any  systesn  of  prisoa 
discipline.     With  respect    to   the  Prisoa 
Inspectors,  he  was  inclined  to  beiiere  that 
if  they  had  fallen  into  any  enor  oo  tbe 
subject  it  was  not  with  tbe  intentioB  of 
misrepresenting  the  fads  whicb  bad  be- 
come known  to  them. 

Resolution  agreed  to. 

The  House  resumed. 
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Lord  GUmelg^  in  flMving  dial  tbe  Bill  bf 
committed,  said,  that  it  was  **  a  Bill  to  re- 
vive and  coiniiooe  is  ^xce  antil  tbe  1st  ct 
Aupist,  IS-K^  an  Act  passed  bj  tke  Lesu- 
UtureckfJaonica  on  d^  41^01  JoIt.  1^^ 
to  explain  and  ameni  an  Act  for  the  Abo- 
lition of  Siavery  in  that  isdaad,**  wud  beg^ 
leaiY  siiorthr  to  state  ibe  i  iii— Kifrr 
QiMier  which  it  w»s  pmposed  )o  ^eir  Lcvti- 
shipsL     Accordin:^  lo  tbe   la/ke  AboLa^ 
Act  it  was  neressBTT  'rbu  a  nrrrn&ezDeBtirr 
'a<^!^  i»  ihe  fmnxse  of  caarrms  tx 
,   «rcTis:io!BS  ti  thut  Ak  int©  ffccl.  sbx'J 
compsitson  wiih  aay  oiLer  prtsc4i  in  \he    bepasstf»d  WiijeL^T^TTiK>rif  tachcaJrcf, 
Ling'dc^B?     Xew|:ite  was  aiiaost  eoiTr^j  }  ai^d  afrenrt-:!*  the^  ik^mc  it  C^mns^  w 
a  prison  oftrjirtsit;  in  ctber  ^ac'is  ihtrt  j  to   deciai^   v}i£^>i«  ^rtinh  ^nrmknacBOfy 
ww-e  02:1  J  two  cac'l  dthrei'tes  ia  th-e  year ;  j  Act,  apttf'd  -re  by  the  rnioruui  Lcrt«ifct*«, 
la  Xewpile  ibe7«  were  twelve.     This  was  1  was  Fu^ineDi   10  cinbii^  liie  ma'«*icb:» 
in  e&Dse^oeooe  c£  lie  raji  rciubpr  of  j  poss^essrisr  skvcs  xt-  rmmia<shsir  «f  tbe 
rhtr^ts   far    l5«   ooirrty  cf    iSjodiesex,  ,  r»c*inT»f»nsETioij    irwn»6pd     tn-    PnriaonniL 
wV»>cii  were  reoHTsd  iilo  Xe^i-piifi,  *!»£  ,  Tht  L^isiBruye  nf  <linnnica  hud  hnmetj- 
wliich  x^  city  auiiiciriLies  wcmia  riai>  ♦  EiiQy  aT«riiiftil  jBifclf  ir  trmnea  slocal  Aa  d 
rjd  t^eiB8eh«a  ai  if  i^£y  ooui,    Tiit  jd-  j  u^d  deacnpzjoiu    i|»  jS^  )tal  JUs  v« 
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passed,  which  extended  to  1834.      Tlie 
Government  thoaght  it  necessary  to  re- 
commend to  his  Majesty  that  he  shonld 
approve  of  that  Act;  bnt  Lord  Stanley,  in 
communicating  that  decision  to  the  local 
Government,  pointed  out  some  clauses  in 
the  measure  which  required  alteration,  the 
consequence  of  which  was,  that  an  Act  was 
passed  in  1834  for  altering  the  preceding 
measure.     When  that  Bill  was  sent  over, 
his   noble  Friend  opposite  (the  Earl  of 
Aberdeen),  in  a  letter  addressed  to  the 
proper  authority,  stated,  that  he  should 
feel  great  pleasure  in  advising  his  Majesty 
to  approve  of  the  Act  framed  in  compliance 
with  the  advice  of  Lord  Stanley ;  but  his 
Doble  Friend  observed,  in  the  same  de- 
spatch, that  there  was  one  serious  objec- 
tion to  the  measure,  not  to  any  part  of  it 
connected  with  the  advice  of  Lord  Stanley, 
but  with  reference  to  the  duration  of  the 
Act.  The  new  measure,  he  observed,  would 
be  nugatory,  unless  it  was  of  the  same 
duration  as  the  act  to  which  his  Majesty 
had  given  his  assent.     In  the  autumn  of 
last  year  the  attention  of  the  Legislative 
Assembly  was  called  to  the  renewing  of 
this  Act.    The  Legislative  Assembly  con- 
sidered the  subject,  and  in  January  last 
sent  up  a  measure  to  the  Council.    This 
latter  body   introduced    amendments    to 
which  the  Legislative  Assembly  were  not 
disposed  to  agree ;   and  ultimately,  while 
the  Bill  was  lying  on  the  table,  a  proroga- 
tion of  the  Assembly  took  place.    The  re- 
sult was,  that  the  Bill  was  lost.     In  con- 
sequence, therefore,  of  the  non-existence 
of  an  Act  for  carrying  into  effect  the  mea- 
sure of  abolition,  it  was  necessary  to  apply 
to  Parliament    to  sanction    the   present 
measure  for  reviving  and  continuing  in 
force,  for  a  given  time,  the  Colonial  Act  of 
1834.     He  agreed  in  the  propriety  of  this 
step,  because  such  a  measure  was  mani- 
festly as  necessary  in  1836  as  in  1834.  As 
matters  now  stood,  those  who  were  most 
interested    in    carrying    into    effect   the 
Abolition  Act  were  deprived  of  that  pro- 
tection which  it  was  the  intention  of  the 
Legislature  to    extend    to    them.      The 
alternative  was,  either  for  the  Imperial 
Parliament  to  interfere,  or  to  leave  it  to 
the  chanoe  of  the  local  Legislature  taking 
up  the  subject  at  a  future  time.    The  pre- 
sent measure  was  connected  with  nothing 
criminatory ;  it  merely  went  to  give  life  to 
what  the  House  of  Assembly  had  formerly 
done,  and  he  lamented  that  any  amend- 

meat!  should  bare  been  pcopoeed  to  wbkb 


that  body  could  not  assent.  Having  thus 
incidentally  adverted  to  circumstances 
with  which  the  noble  Lord,  the  governor 
of  the  colony,  was  connected,  he  should 
take  that  opportunity  of  offering  to  that 
noble  Lord  his  meed  of  praise  for  the 
zeal,  vigilance,  and  ability  which  he  had 
constantly  displayed,  and  for  the  anxious 
desire  which  he  had  ever  manifested  to 
promote  good  government  since  he  first 
took  charge  of  the  colony.  As  to  their 
right  to  interfere,  the  conduct  of  Parlia- 
ment had  completely  decided  that  question. 
It  was  left  to  the  colonial  Legislature  to 
adopt  those  measures  which  were  best 
calculated  to  carry  the  intentions  of  Par- 
liament into  effect;  but  if  anything  oc- 
curred which  tended  to  impede  the  ac- 
complishment of  those  intentions,  then  it 
became  the  duty  of  the  Legislature  to 
apply  a  remedy.  When  the  abolition  of 
slavery  was  decided  on,  they  entered  into 
very  serious  obligations,  moral  obligations, 
as  binding  as  any  legal  obligations  which 
could  be  conceived.  The  object  of  which 
was,  to  do  justice  to  those  to  whom  they 
were  anxious  to  grant  their  freedom,  but 
to  whom  they  said,  '*  As  you  are  not  yet 
prepared  to  enjoy  that  freedom,  you  must 
remain  for  a  certain  time  in  a  state  of  pro- 
bation—  the  Government  here,  and  the 
government  of  the  colonies,  taking  care 
that  your  interests  shall  be  carefully  con-« 
suited."  For  agreeing  to  adopt  this  course, 
the  colonists  had  received  a  large  compen- 
sation, and  those  who  had  entered  into  this 
arrangement  on  behalf  of  the  negro  po- 
pulation were  called  on  to  support  that 
population,  which  had  a  right  to  demand 
the  protection,  when  it  was  needed,  of 
the  British  Legislature.  With  respect  to 
the  contract  which  had  been  entered  into, 
the  British  Government  had  done  its  part 
— those  who  were  emancipated  were  anxi- 
ous to  do  their  part,  and  the  local  Legis- 
lature was  ready  to  do  its  part ;  but,  owing 
to  the  circumstances  which  he  had  stated, 
a  part  of  the  protection  which  the  negro 
population  had  a  right  to  claim  was  taken 
from  them.  Now,  he  contended  that  they 
were  bound,  during  the  period  in  which 
they  refused  the  negroes  their  TuU  rights 
—rights  which  they  admitted  those  people 
ought  to  possess'— to  take  every  necessary 
step  for  their  ultimate  emancipation,  and 
do  their  utmost  to  accelerate  it.  Those 
Gentlemen  in  the  other  House  of  Parlia- 
ment who  were  interested  in  this  question 

had,  highly  to  their  honour,  not  onl^  w;^ 
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'^.ff.f.fhi.XH\%.\  Tbe  MarqoeM  of, 
ijinfif»nderry  taid,  Ke  bad  »  variety  of 
p^tjricrtM  lo  pffet«nt  with  reference  to  the 
Bill  ftUtive  to  the  Btitfaopric  of  Dorhaoi, 
»bidi  stood  (cft  a  tecood  reading  that 
tir«:i»fo^.  Looking  to  the  petiticHis  oa  this 
•uhjrct  which  he  had  already  presented,  as 
well  as  to  thofo  which  had  been  laid  before 
the  House  bj  the  noble  Duke  opposite 
((.'leirelaod)t  and»  lastly,  the  petition  from 
tlio  archdeacon  and  clergy  of  the  diocese, 
which  had  boon  laid  on  the  Table  by  a 
right  reverend  Prelate  on  the  preceding 
evening,  he  believed  he  might  fairly  say 
that  there  was  not  one  part  of  the  country 
which  had  not  come  forward  to  express  its 
aeiitimenta  as  to  the  probable  effect  of  this 
measure.  It  was  not  his  intention  to  state 
the  contents  of  these  petitions  in  detail, 
nor  to  enter  into  any  argument  on  the 
leneral  question;  be  akould  reserve  bis 
obaenradons  fbr  the  proper  occasion.  He 
•houM  aow  asove,  that  the  tiist  petition 
wkicb  be  was  about  to jpfteefti  sbo^fchi  be 
lead  al  Ibeir  Loidsbipa'  Tskbl«-*tbe  pca.^vr 
of  the  o4be«s  was  pretty  ae^iy  ib^  ratine. 
'IW  firsft  pstitiott  was  tcoes  tW  i  Ky  «l'  j 
l>uffbMa  awl  its  vtcioity^  and  wuft  ¥vry  i 
Piewtniiriy  asA  mfecuti^ly  siftUhL        *  1 


teda?e 

BUI  lrr<; 

tbecovatj  of  DwitMm.  Tb: 
ftKb  the  Bobfe  Maiqnett^^ 
praeat«d,  appeared  geaetally  to  be  o(  i 
ivofoid  ctiaiacter,  one  part  relating  io  m 
aeporatiow  of  the  jnrwdictioo,  end  tiK 
odier  to  the  appropruUion  of  the  revcnoes 
of  the  see.  Now.  the  Bill  befotne  iht  House 
bad  releience  solely  to  the  fbrnser  point 

The  Marqoesa  of  Ltmdamderry  diSertL 
entirely  from  the  noble  Doke,  when  be 
asserted  that  this  Bill  only  referred  to  the 
separation  of  the  palatine  jurisdiction,  aoc 
the  abolition  of  certain  courts.  If  ^ 
noble  Duke  would  look  at  tbe  ^aM  t^ 
clauses,  be  would  6od  that  tbev  relateii. 

an  especial  degree,  lo  the  ecclesisiwa' 


in 


revenues.     By  the  la$t  claoae  it  ««>  P^ 
vided  that  the  revenues  should  be  pia<^' 
for  three  years,  at  the  disposal  of  P*^"^' 
ment ;  and  they  all  knew  that  the  Eccl^ 
siastical  Report  directed  that  surplss  rev^ 
noes  of  sees  sboukl  be  disfoscd  o(  >o  ^ 
certain  mode  and  maoner.     NoWt^^^^^ 
that  provision,  he  felt  that  if  he  mUc^^ 
this  Bill  to  pass  without  attioaadvefsica.  A 
might  hereafter  be  said  to  him,  ^^^^^' 
you   pmented  yoer  peiitiowe»  ■•<'  ^ 
nothing  epo»  this  poiat.     Wky  ^  ?f 
not  make  yoer  stand  whe*  the  pr^^'r^ 
of  Ibe  BUI  w«s  suied  ?     Why  ^  ^"^ 
ttol  then  raise  youe  Qhiactiae  ^    ^o*  ^*^ 
cK>t  do  SO),  aMi  you  aie  vow  (km  taiSb   ^"^ 
Are  9hat  oat»  Hor  yoa  have  almmiy  ni^f ' 
Cvd   tbese  leveowes  shuU  be  piftu'C'^  ^ 
chr^  yeers  aeder  die  eontroi  oi  Pv*^ 
m^itt/  Tbe  fttuM  is^  theeaiare,  'y^,'''! 
«v«»  iM  wdeir  your  objeatton**' 
4ii  ^MtaMidHdJ woii  m  eSmt  «usi  o^ 
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tire  change  of  principle  with  reference  to 
the  appropriation  of  ecclesiastical  revenue, 
it  introduced  a  system  so  entirely  different 
from,  and  opposed  to,  any  system  that  was 
ever  known  in  any  part  of  the  kingdom 
with  respect  to  that  rerenue,  that  he  felt 
imperatively  called  on  to  oppose  it.    The 
petitions  which  had  been  presented  from 
the  county  and  from  the  clergy  of  the 
diocese,  who  well  knew  what  the  situation 
of  the  diocese  was,  and  how  much  it  stood 
in   need  of  spiritual   aid,  demanded   the 
serious  attention  of  their  Lordships.  When 
he  showed,  from  letters  which  he  had  re- 
ceived, what  the  present  state  of  the  dio- 
cese was,  and  what  would  be  its  situation 
if  40,000/.  a-year  was  abstracted  from  its 
revenues  by  the  passing  of    this     Bill, 
which  had  gone  through  the  other  House 
of  Parliament  without  notice,  he  thouglit 
noble  Lords  would  feel  that  he  was  justi- 
fied in  opposing  the  measure.    The  duty 
of  advocating  the  cause  of  the  county  was 
thrown  upon  him,  and  it  was  impossible 
for  him  to  suffer  it  to  proceed  through  a 
single  stage  without  calling  their  Lord- 
ships' attention  to  the  petitions  which  had 
been  intrusted  to  him,  and  endeavouring 
to  open  their  eyes  to  the  cruel,  the  unpa- 
ralleled, situation   in   which   the  county 
would  be  placed  if  this  Bill  succeeded. 
In  an  interview  which  he  had  with  a  noble 
Earl  opposite,   that  noble  Earl   had  ex- 
pressed an  opinion,  that  the  present  was 
not  the  most  proper  time  for  him  to  state  his 
objections.    But  the  case  was  of  such  vital 
importance,  that  he  felt  it  would  be  wrong 
if  he  lost  any  opportunity  of  recording  his 
sentiments.     With  respect  to  the  assertion 
of  the  noble  Duke,  the  two   last  clauses 
of  the  Bill  completely  negatived  it.  Indeed, 
it  was  most  extraordinary,  if  he  bad  read 
those  clauses,  that  the  uoble  Duke  should 
have  arrived  at  such  a  conclusion*     But, 
perhaps,  he  was  looking  to  the  new  patron- 
age which  he  would  derive  under  the  Bill, 
and  being  so  absorbed  and  lost  in  its  con- 
templation, though  the  noble  Duke  bad 
read  the  clauses,  he  did  not  understand 
them.      He  knew  that  the   first  clause 
merely  went  **  to  put  an  end  to  the  sepa- 
rate palatine  jurisdicttoo  of  the  county 
palatine  of  Durham."    It  said  not  a  word 
ahout  the  revenues.     But  the  29th  and 
30th  Clauses  did  relate  to  the  revenues. 
They  were  to  be  placed  for  three  years 
under  the  authority  of  Parliament,  and 
were  to  be  subjected  to  any  law  which 
chow  10  adopt,    1%  wm  per* 


fectly  clear,  when  they  looked  at  these 
clauses,  that  it  was  impossible  for  any 
person  to  say  that  this  Bill  did  not  relate 
to  the  ecclesiastical  revenues  of  the  See. 
Now,  he  would  ask,  was  it  wise,  prudent, 
just  or  fair,  to  agree  to  such  an  arrange- 
ment. In  taking  this  course  he  felt  him- 
self placed  in  a  disagreeable  situation; 
but  many  petitions  had  been  placed  in  his 
bands,  and  he  would  do  his  utmost  to 
support  their  prayer.  He  certainly  should 
move  his  amendment  as  applicable  to  the 
whole  Bill — namely,  that  all  matters  con- 
nected with  the  See  should  be  referred  to 
the  consideration  of  a  select  committee. 
He  must  say,  that  the  proceedings  of  the 
Ecclesiastical  Commission,  composed  as  it 
was  of  men  of  great  talents  and  ability, 
did  not  satisfy  him.  Their  inquiry  was 
not  conducted  with  that  degree  of  circum- 
spection and  patient  investigation  of  detail 
which  ought  to  have  distinguished  it 
before  such  a  Radical  alteration  was  re- 
commended as  that  which  was  now  pro- 
posed. If  the  noble  Duke  really  was 
anxious  for  the  prosperity  of  the  county 
of  Durliam,  and  was  desirous  that  it 
should  have  the  advantage  of  extended 
spiritual  aid,  he  would  not  afford  his  sup- 
port and  assistance  to  this  measure. 

The  Duke  of  Cleveland  said,  that  he 
was  deeply  interested  in  the  welfbre  of  the 
county  of  Durham,  of  which  he  had  been 
Lord- Lieutenant  since  1792,  He  was  re- 
joiced that  the  noble  Marquess,  who  had 
of  late  years  become  connected  with  the 
county — a  connexion  bv  which  he  had  so 
much  benefited— should  be  so  anxious  to 
secure  its  prosperity. 

Earl  Orey  said,  the  noble  Marquess  had 
been  pleased  to  allude  to  him  with  refer- 
ence to  a  recent  application  that  had  been 
made  to  him  on  this  subject.  He  did  not 
mean  to  complain  of  the  circumstance,  as 
the  noble  Marquess  had  certainly  a  right, 
if  he  thought  fit,  to  notice  it.  He  (Earl 
Grey)  did  not  know  of  any  objection  to  the 
proposed  measure  with  respect  to  the 
alteration  of  the  jurisdiction ;  and  all  he 
had  venttired  to  suggest,  on  the  occasion 
alluded  to,  was  that  the  mode  proposed  by 
the  noble  Marquess  did. not  appear  to  him 
to  be  the  most  proper  one  for  bringing  for- 
ward the  objections  which  he  enteitained, 
which  objections  related  to  the  alienattoa 
of  a  considerable  portion  of  the  revenues 
of  the  See  of  Durham  from  that  See.  Now, 
the  present  Bill  related  to  the  separation 
of  toe  fwlatiee  jurisdiction  of  the  coqotjf 
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Ttr.  Prelate.  AHIhmi^  as  a  member  of 
his  Majesty's  Government,  and  also  one 
of  the  Ecelesiaatical  Commissioners,  be 
was  prepared  to  defend  those  propositions 
contained  in  the  Reports  now  on  their 
liordships'  table,  and  contemplating  a 
great  alteration  in  the  rerenoes  of  the  See 
of  Durham y  and  although  be  was  also 
prepared  to  suggest  the  importance  of 
carrying  out  tho$e  principles  also  recom- 
mended in  the  Reports  with  regard  to  the 
slate  of  the  other  different  episcopal  sees 
in  the  kingdom,  he  was  not  at  present 
boond  to  ask  the  concurrence  of  their 
Lordships  in  the  whole  of  those  recom- 
mendations, because  their  Lordships  would 
find  that  from  this  Bill  the  latter  part  of 
the  proposed  arrangements  had  been  most 
carefully  excluded.  In  fact,  that  arrange- 
ment to  which  the  noble  Marquess  oppo- 
site least  objected,  was  the  only  one 
sought  to  be  effected  by  this  measure. 
The  present  Bdl  was  strictly  limited  to 
the  object  of  enabling  the  change  recom- 
mended with  regard  to  the  county  pala- 
tine courts  to  be  effected.  In  this  respect 
their  Lordships  were  only  called  upon  to 
deal  with  the  county  of  Durham  in  the 
same  wa?  as  both  Houses  of  Parliament 
had  already  dealt  with  other  similar  juris- 
dictions, and  to  assimilate  the  administra- 
tion of  the  law  tbroughont  the  whole  of 
the  United  Kingdom,  and  at  the  same 
time  to  relieve  and  exonerate  future  Bi- 
shops of  the  diocese  from  the  exercise  of 
functions  which,  if  not  incompatible  with 
an  ofiBce  of  a  religions  and  episcopal  na- 
ture, at  least  interfered  with  the  time  for 
devotional  and  other  duties  annexed  to 
the  sacred  character.  It  was  for  the  pur- 
pose of  placing  the  future  Bishops  of  the 
diocese  of  Durham  in  the  same  position 
as  other  diocesans,  and  to  guard  them 
from  being  prevented  from  exercising  the 
high  duties  committed  to  their  charge, 
that  the  Bill  had  been  introduced.  The 
noble  Marquess  opposite  had  stated  his 
objections  to  the  Bill,  and  in  the  conver- 
sation which  had  already  taken  place  had 
anticipated  his  arguments  against  the 
measure.  The  noble  Marquess  objected 
to  the  two  last  clauses.  By  those  clauses, 
however,  it  was  simply  proposed,  not  that 
any  chanj^e  should  take  place — not  de- 
scribing what  Uial  change  should  be,  but 
to  leave  it  within  the  power  of  Pafliament 
— unfettered  by  any  of  those  scruples 
which  otherwise  might  prevail,  and  which 
did  exist,  with  regard  to  alterations  in  the 


condition  of  any  descriplioo  of  property, 
to  deal  with  the  leveaoes  of  that  Siee   st 
any  time  within  the  space  of  three  year<. 
It  might  not  tie  that  Parliament  would  s? 
interfere;  bat  still,  liowerer,  the  pow<er 
•^as  reserved  to  the  Parliament  to  do  5:. 
and  considering  the  recommendations  con- 
tained in  the  Report  of  the  EcHesiartic  ! 
Commissioners  were  the  result  of  inquii-  :s 
instituted  under  the  sanction  of  his  Mj- 
jesty's  Commission,  he  thooght  their  Lorrj. 
ships  would  hardly  so  preroatarely  cci- 
demn  those  so?ji:estrons  as  volaotarifv  id 
preclude  themselves    from   dealing   wr-h 
those  revenues  or  carrying  those  sugnc-s- 
tions  and  recommendations  into  effect,    h 
had  been  tmly  stated,  that  a  Bill  for  that 
object  was  already  contemplated ;  t>ut  1: 
would  be  time  enough  when  snbonitted  ij 
their  Lordships  for  them  to  say  wheih-:-T 
they  would  concur  in  the  expniieocy  of 
those  suggestions  which  had  for  their  ob- 
ject, not  the  abstraction  from  the  coontj 
of  Dorhan  of  the  whole  of  the  revenues 
heretofore  enjoyed  by  the  Bishop,   but 
after  first  securing  to  future  Bisliops  that 
sum  which  might  be  thought  neceasa^ 
for  the  purpose  of  maintaining  them  in 
that   splendor  and   rank  which  belongeti 
to  their  high  station,  to  employ  the  re- 
mainder for  the  benefit  of  the  clergy  0: 
the  diocese,  the  maintenance  of  the  col- 
lege, to  which  the  late  Bishop  of  Durfaani 
gave  so  liberal  and  generous  a  sapport,  m 
that  pre-eminence  and  utility  which  ha  J 
already  been  found  to  belong  to  its  exist- 
ence, and  to  other  purposes  coooecteiJ 
with  the  county  itself.     This  *'  abstrac- 
tion of  the  revenues*  (as  the  noble  Mar- 
quess bad  termed  it,  bat  which  he  would 
designate  as  an  *'  improved  application'*  of 
them)  was,  however,  not  the  qoestion  im- 
mediately before  the  Hou9e«  The  question 
was,  whether  their  Lordships  would  pro. 
ceed  with  this  Bill,  in  order  to  enable  such 
an  arrangement  to  be  made  with  resptct 
to  the  county  palatine  courts  as  wouliJ 
make  the  practice  of  that  county  conforma- 
ble to  the  general  system  of  administration 
of  the  laws  of  the  country.     The  noble 
and  learned  Lord  opposite  (Lord  Lynd- 
hurst)  had  communicated  to  him  that  tho 
Court  of  Common  Pleas  in  Durham  stood 
on  a  different  footing  from  the  rest  of  the 
courts,  and  that  its  continuance  might  be 
foiiiK)  advautigeous  to  the  inhabitants  of 
the  town  of  Durham.     [Lord  LtfmikHrst : 
To  the  whole  county  of  Durham.]     To 
the  whole  county,  |>crhaps.     But  the  pru* 
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priety  of  the  maintenance  of  that  Court 
vras  a  question  which  won  Id  properly  be 
open  for  discussion  when  the  Bill  was  in 
Ooininlttee.  He  had  the  satisfaction  of 
proposing  ihis  Bill  with  the  entire  concar- 
rcnce  of  the  right  rev.  Prelate  lately  ap- 
pointed to  that  See.  The  noble  Marquess 
concluded  by  moving  the  second  reading 
of  the  Bill. 

Lord  Lyndhurst   concurred  with    the 
noble  Marquess  who  had  just  sat  down, 
that  the  question  as  to  the  propriety,  or 
otherwise,  of  maintaining  the  Court  of 
Common  Pleas,  was  proper  for  discussion 
in  Committee  on  the  Bill.     He  should,  in 
that  stage,  move  the  exemption  of  that 
Court  from  the  provisions  of  this  Bill,  if, 
on  consideration,  he  found  he  could  do  so 
without  contravening  the  other  parts  of 
the  measure.    When  the  noble  Marquess, 
however,  said,  that  the  Bill  was  to  {assimi- 
late the  administration  of  justice,  he  ought 
to  recollect  that  in  the  case  of  the  County 
Palatine  of  Lancaster  the  Common  Pleas 
Court  had   been   excluded   from   a  Bill 
similar  to  that  now  before  the  House. 

The  Marquess  ol Londonderry  m^^  that 
as  there  appeared  to  be  a  general  impres- 
sion that  the  measure  merely  related  to 
the  alteration  of  the  county  courts,  and 
that  it  in  no  way  gave  rise  to  the  question 
of  appropriation,  he  should  not  persevere 
in  his  opposition  to  the  second  reading.  To 
prove,  however,  that  it  was  the  opinion  of 
the  great  body  of  the  inhabitants  of  the 
county  of  Durham  that  the  measure  was 
calculated  to  affect  the  revenues  of  the  see 
of  Durham,  he  should  take  the  liberty  of 
reading  to  their  Lordships  some  letters  be 
had  received  from  individuals  of  some  im- 
portance in  that  district.  The  noble  Mar- 
quess read  the  following  letters  :^ 

"  Vicarage,  Piltington,  May  28, 1836. 

"  My  Lord — Although  personally  unknown 
to  your  Lordship,  I  take  the  liberty  of  address- 
ing you,  on  account  of  the  extensive  interest 
which  you  have  in  my  parish,  and  the  view 
which  it  appears  your  Ix>rdship  takes  of  the 
measures  introduced  into  Parliament  in  ac- 
cordaoce  with  the  recommendation  of  the 
Church  Commissioners.  , 

"  I  forwarded  some  time  ago  a  memorial  to 
Lord  Melbourne  on  the  subject,  which  had 
received  1,000  signatures  in  my  parish,  but  of 
which  the  receipt  has  never  been  acknow- 
ledged ;  and  in  consequence  of  this  want  of 
official  coartesy,  proving  ihat  little  or  no  at- 
teiition  was  given  to  the  memorial,  I  would 
now  l>ave  sent  a  petition,  having  double  the 
numlMBr  of  names,  with  a  request  that  your 


Lordship  would  present  it,  bad  there    b  d 
time  to  get  it  prepared. 

^  Your  Lordship  has,  no  doubt,  perceived 
that  the  Reports  of  the  Commissioners  furnish 
sufficient  evidence  that  much  labour  has  been 
bestowed,  and  little  information  sought  for  cr 
obtained.  In  fact,  a  great  portion  of  thethi  d 
Report  consists  of  corrections  of  the  two  foi« 
mer  ^  and  if  a  fourth  were  to  make  its  appear- 
ance, after  practical  men  having  local  informa- 
tion had  been  examined,  I  am  quite  sure  that 
much  would  yet  be  found  to  need  correction. 

'*  The  recommendations  of  the  Church 
Commissioners,  and  any  measure  founded  upon 
them,  which  would  sanction  the  alienation  of 
a  portion  of  the  ecclesiastical  revenues  from 
this  diocese,  is  a  virtual  subversion  of  the  ge- 
neral principles  on  which  property  is  held,  and 
of  the  intentions  wi*.h  wiiich  clerical  wealth 
was  given  or  acquired ;  and  are  quite  as  unrea- 
sonable as  a  proposal  from  the  agricultural 
societies  of  Darlington  and  Morpeth  would  be 
to  relieve  the  suffering  farmers  of  Durham  and 
Northumberland  by  the  imposition  of  a  dis- 
trict land-tax  upon  the  equally  distressed 
counties  of  Kent  and  Essex.  And  the  worst 
part  of  the  measure  is,  that  the  proposed  alien- 
ation would  be,  in  a  great  measure,  made 
for  purposes  which  are  absolutely  unnecessary. 
For  if  Richmond  and  the  adjoining  eastern  part 
of  Yorkshire  were  annexed  to  the  see  of  Durham, 
the  Bishop  would  still  have  less  than  an  aver- 
age number  of  clergy,  and  the  remotest  parish 
so  annexed  would  be  twenty  miles  nearer  to 
the  city  of  Durham  than  some  of  the  parishes 
of  Northumberland  are,  which  already  belong 
to  this  diocese.  If,  again,  the  bishopric  of 
Carlisle  were  enlarged,  so  as  to  include  the 
whole  of  Westmoreland  and  part  of  Lanca- 
shire, that  diocese  would  not  after  all  be  of 
great  extent,  and  thus,  by  means  of  these 
natural  arrangements  alone,  no  new  bishopric 
would  be  required,  except  for  the  purpose  of 
patronage.  The  Commissioners  have  mani- 
testly  attended  only  to  the  amount  of  popula- 
tion, without  paying  at  the  same  time  doe 
regard  to  superficial  extent ;  whereas,  the  true 
way  of  estimating  the  relative  amounts  of  the 
duties  of  any  two  incumbents,  is  not  to  con- 
sider them  as  standing  to  each  other  in  the 
ratio  of  the  respective  populations,  but  rather 
in  a  ratio  compounded  of  the  ratios  of  the 
respective  populations  and  of  the  superficial 
extents ;  and  so  also  with  respect  to  tne  rela- 
tive duties  of  any  two  Bishops,  only  substi- 
tuting in  this  case  incumbents  for  populations. 
The  calculations  of  the  Commissioners,  there- 
fore, which  led  to  the  recommendation  of  two 
new  bishoprics,  did  not  proceed  upon  legiti- 
mate principles. 

''But,  whatever  be  the  wants  elsewhere, 
surely  those  within  the  diocese  have  the  best 
title  to  be  supplied.  I1ie  45th  Clause  of  the 
Commissioners'  third  Report  provides  fortliose 
cases  in  which  the  Bishop  had  given  or  pro* 
mised  to  give  augmentations ;  but  this  is  doing 
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▼ery  Utile.  In  almost  alt  these  instances  the 
Bishop  is  patron ;  but  there  is  a  multitude  of 
other  parishes  (in  some  of  which  the  Bishop 
holds  property)  which  stand  equally  in  need 
of  augmentation  and  the  means  of  religious 
instruction.  I  give  my  own  case  as  an  exam- 
ple. About  5,000  acres  of  the  parish  of  Pit- 
tiDgton  are  the  property  of  the  Bishop  and 
Dean  and  Chapter  of  Durham,  and  extend 
over  the  most  valuable  coaUBeid  in  England. 
Until  the  year  1827  the  amount  of  population 
connected  with  this  clerical  property  was  only 
500;  it  is  now  about  6,000,  and  is  rapidly 
increasing ;  the  parish  is  of  considerable  sn- 
perficial  extent.  A  division  of  it,  by  the  for- 
mation of  a  chapelry,  is  most  desirable  and 
was  agreed  to  by  th&  Bishop  of  Durham ;  but 
matters  had  not  proceeded  so  far  as  to  involve 
any  such  promise  as  would  bring  the  case 
within  the  45th  Clause.  A  chapel  must  be 
built  and  endowed ;  the  church  ought  to  be 
enlarged,  and  at  least  two  schools  established 
on  an  extended  scale;  and  surely  it  would  be 
an  act  of  extreme  injustice  if  the  wants  of  such 
a  population,  by  whose  labour  upwards  of 
200,000/.  (and  when  carried  to  London 
500,000/.)  worth  of  coal  and  surface  produced 
is  brought  annually  to  a  marketable  state,  were 
not  amply  provided  for,  both  as  regards  reli- 
gious and  moral  instruction,  before  any  portion 
whatever  of  that  wealth  be  applied  to  purposes 
elsewhere.  The  case  of  Pittington  is  the  case, 
imilnttt  nuUimdu^  of  many  other  parishes  in  this 
diocese.  In  fact,  no  measure  can  pass  for  the 
application  of  any  portion  of  the  clerical  wealth 
lying  within  this  diocese  (unless  a  prerioos 
inquiry  be  made  into  the  extent  of  local  wants, 
with  a  view  to  their  supply)  without  being 
attended  with  much  serious  injury. 

*'  I  do  not  know  whether  any  part  of  this 
letter  will  be  of  any  use  to  your  Lordship,  but 
I  thought  it  possible  that  Uie  case  of  Pitting- 
ton might  suit  your  Lordship's  views  as  a 
specimen  of  our  local  wants.  Your  Lordship 
has  much  to  forgive,  for  I  have  both  taken  a 
great  liberty,  and  troubled  your  Lordship  with 
a  letter  of  unreasonable  length. 

^  I  have  the  honour  to  be,  my  Lord, 
**  Your  Jjord ship's  most  obedient  and  humble 

Servant, 

**  J.  MlIXER." 

South  Shields,  May  f  0,  1836. 

Mr  Lord  — >  The  following  particulars 
may  afford  suflBcient  data  to  point  out  the  loss 
that  will  be  sustained  by  the  abstraction  of  the 
episcopal  and  chapter  revenues  from  this 
diocese,  without  first  making  a  due  inquiry  and 
suitable  ecclesiastical  provision  for  the  diocese 
itself.  I  should  think  the  Bishop  distributed, 
in  one  shape  or  other,  on  an  avenige  during 
the  time  he  held  the  Sec,  at  least  6,000/.  or 
T,000/.  a-year  in  the  diocese.  Last  year,  it 
has  been  pablichr  state ),  that  he  gave  13.000/.. 
and,  in  the  year  1831,  his  late  MJcretaFT,  Mr.  I 
Faher,  toki  me,  that  oiit  of  an  income  of  I 
IvtXkxV.  the  pr\xlace  of  the  s«^  that  year,  the 
Bisliop  gave  4,iK\*i.  to  Tantm;  ch'^nties.  I 
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**  His  charities  flowed  in  every  diancei  tz 
was  opened  of  a  beneTolent  description ;  ^'. 
I  will  endeavour  to  brings  them  under  a  k* 
specific  heads. 

*'  1 .  As  regards  charches. 

**  lie  augmented  small  Ihrings  and  erAc^K 
nine  churches  in  the  gift  of  the  see  byalieo-it  :r 
episcopal   property  to    the   amoaot  of  ih^.. 
1,000/. annually;  and  be  had  plans  incontf-- 
plation,  and  some  in    actoal    preparatico,  b> 
which  he  purposed  alienating  an  annus!  5.r 
of  1,200/.  more  for  the    same  object.    T  e-: 
latter  plans  were  not   completed   before  h: 
death,  and  consequently   remain  in   the  ^r^f 
state.    Besides  this  be  was  in  the  habit  of  7  5. 
ing  the  whole  or  a  portion    of  the  salanes  :' 
curates  in  populous  parishes,  where  Ibe  eni-l> 
ments  of  the  livings  were   too  small  to  ct^: 
such  expenses.    At  Uartlepool,  he  pali  'S 
salary  ot  the  curate  75/. ;  at  Barnard  Cas^'t. !:; 
gave  the  same  sum,  to  which  some  adiun 
was  made  by  the  iohalHtants.  In  the  forrer 
case  the  curate  is  necessarily  discoocina6<i,?r.i 
in  the  latter  it  is  doubtful ;  bat  in  all  pro'.^> 
lity  it  will  terminate  in  the  same  way,  I  wes- 
son these  two  places  as  being  wefl  kc.'v^ 
to  me,  but  the  Bishop  aided  other  poor  incin- 
bences  in  the  same  way.    He  was  7t\so  w  :^ 
habit  of  making  provision  for   poor  lirinr  la 
case  of  the  incumbents  bein^  rendered  uusb'.i 
to  take  the  duty  of  their  parishes  from  sickr&s 
or  infirmity,  so  that  it  had  indirectly  the  ei-^" 
of  augmentation.    He  was  always  ready  'j> 
subscribe  liberally  towards    the    erecboa  ^ 
churches,  and  not  unfirequeDtly  made  up  ^t- 
ficiencies  in  the  funds  when  most  other  so<:rc« 
had    been    exhausted,    and     when    witr<> 
such  additional  aid  the  erection  of  charcbei 
would  have  been  very  much  impeded,  ifoct 
prevented. 

"  2.  He  was  also  equally  benerolefit  io 
afibrdiog  aid  towards  the  erection  of  sch.vi« 
for  the  education  of  the  poorer  classes;  icd< 
when  erected,  he  frequently  became  an  van^ 
subscriber  towards  their  support.  It  is  lO' 
possible  to  say  to  what  extent  his  diahties  ei- 
tended  in  this  respect ;  but  I  auy  say,  thit 
few  schools  were  built  in  the  diocese  wititout 
application  being  made  to  the  Bishop  for  sup- 
port, and  I  believe  he  rarely  refused  such  ap- 
plications. 

**  3.  He  gave  2,000/,  annoalhr  to  the  Dw 
bam  Unirersity,  towards  the  current  exp<c^ 
of  that  establishment. 

*  4.  He  was  also  a  liberal  contributor  to  ocr 
Church-Building  Society,  the  Drstnct  C*- 
mittees  of  the  Christian  Knowledge  Soc.^'T* 
and  every  other  ecclesiastical  charity  la  ti^ 
diocese. 

**  5.  He  frave  lar^ly  towards  the  suTpc***  '^ 
the  widows  and  orpbzns  ot  dere^dnen  t«^t  '^ 
distress,  or  with  rery  limited  ineoaies — i^<'<^ 
infirmaries,  di>peosiT»e*,  mdi^emaci  soDftiti. 
and  other  local  chanties,  which  are  too  ciO'^ 
rous  to  be  mentioned. 

**  Id  this    way    ih*   epf«r<vf«al  ioooo^  ^»-** 
been  made  ariuiable  <0"  0»e   (rrncrAi  j«-*>i  "* 


1185 


See  <(f  DurhoHk, 


{May  31} 


See  0/ Durham, 


U6 


tbe  diocese ;  and  if  that  revenue  and  the  reve- 
nues of  the  Dean  and  Chapter  were  to  be  ab- 
stracted without  due  provision  being  made  to 
meet  those  wants^  the  diocese  will  suffer  very 
severely.  We  shall  not  only  feel  the  loss  of 
the  sums  actually  given,  but  also  the  influence 
the  Bishop's  liberality  had  in  the  encourage^ 
inent  it  gave  to  others  to  follow  bis  example. 
The  erection  of  a  church,  or  the  building  of  a 
school  was  frequently  owing  to  the  promised 
aid  of  the  Bishop.  Without  such  promised  aid 
we  should  have  been  afraid  of  commencing, 
and  the  persons  to  whom  application  for 
assistance  was  made,  would  have  thought  the 
scheme  visionary.  But  with  the  aid  of  the 
Bishop  and  the  Chapter^s  revenues,  encou- 
ragement is  given,  which  usually  ends  in  suc- 
cess. 

'*  When  all  these  wants  are  fully  supplied,  I 
believe  the  clergy,  as  a  body,  as  well  as  the 
majority  of  the  laity,  would  not  object  to  any 
remaining  surplus  being  applied  for  the  pro- 
motion of  the  general  interests  of  the  estab- 
lishment of  the  country  at  large.  The  great 
object  is,  that  these  revenues  should  not  be 
abstracted,  and  the  diocese  from  whence  they 
are  taken,  be  placed  onlv  on  an  equal  footing 
with  other  dioceses,  which  have  everything 
to  gain  and  notbiug  to  lose.  Let  our  wants 
be  ascertained  and  first  supplied,  and  then 
the  question  of  abstraction  may  be  fiurly  con- 
sidered. Bishop  Barrington  was  so  very  be- 
nevolent and  liberal,  that  it  is  hard  to  say 
whether  he  has  been  exceeded  by  Bishop  Van 
Mildert.  They  are  both  examples  worthy  to 
be  followed  in  their  acts  of  benevolence.'' 

"  Stockton  Vicarage,  May  28, 1836. 

"  My  Lord— At  the  request  of  my  parish- 
ioners, I  take  the  liberty  of  placing  the  in- 
closed petition  in  your  Lordship's  hands,  and 
of  soliciting  the  honour  of  your  Lordship  to 

E resent  it  to  the  right  hon.  the  House  of 
ords. 

**  Knowing  the  constitutional  principles 
which  have  ever  distinguished  your  Lordship 
iu  and  out  of  Parliament,  1  feel  it  necessary  to 
solicit  vour  Lordship's  support  in  a  cause 
wiiich  nas  been  so  ably  advocated  by  your 
Lordship  and  the  hon.  Member  for  Durham. 

"  In  the  return  of  the  number  of  churches 
endowed,  and  livings  augmented,  in  the  dio- 
cese of  Durham  by  the  late  venerated  Bishop, 
Dr.  Van  Mildert,  no  mention  is  made  of  the 
sums  of  money  given  by  his  Lordship  annually 
to  the  incumbents  of  poor  populous  livings,  to 
enable  them  to  engage  assistant  curates.  A 
few  of  these  I  recollect  Barnard  Castle  75/. 
per  annum;  Hartlepool  75/.;  Garrowgill,  in 
the  parish  of  Alston,  80/.  (I  believe).  Ether- 
ley,  in  addition  to  the  deed  of  grant  and  an- 
nexation of  fifty-five  acres,  worth,  I  suppose, 
70/.  a  sum  sufficient  to  make  Mr.  Watson's 
income  200/.  There  are  several  other  places 
which  were  benefitted  by  his  Lordship's  muni- 
ficence, independent  of  money  given  to  assist 
in  building  churches,  &c. ;  200/.  to  Stockton ;  | 
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a  sum  to  Etherley,  and  another  to  Shildon.  A 
correct  account  could,  if  required,  I  believe, 
be  supplied  by  his  Lordship's  secretary,  Mr. 
Gresley. 

"  In  the  years  1818, 181 9,  and  1820,  I  was 
deputed  by  Bishop  Barrington  to  make  ar- 
rangements for  founding  schools  and  chapels 
in  Weardale :  and  from  my  own  personal 
knowledge,  I  can  vouch  for  the  good  effect 
produced  in  that  extensive  mining  district  by 
these  establishments. 

"  I  well  remember  the  state  of  Weardale 
when  insubordination  generally  prevailed  dur- 
ing a  season  of  great  distress ;  and  I  can  con- 
trast it  with  the  good  conduct  and  peaceable 
demeanour  of  the  lead-miners  in  the  present 
day — a  circumstance  well  known  to  the  Bishop 
of  £xeter,  whose  active  exertions  and  residence 
at  Stanhope  were  attended  with  the  happiest 
consequences. 

*'  My  intimate  acquaintance  and  general 
connexion,  as  the  master  of  a  large  public 
school,  with  every  part  of  this  diocese  for  up- 
wards of  thirty  years,  enable  me  to  say,  that 
the  want  of  moral  and  religious  instruction  is 
greater  in  this  part  of  the  country,  especially 
in  the  populous  towns  and  mining  districts, 
than  is  stated  in  the  petition. 

*^  In  the  wisdom  and  sound  discretion  of  the 
right  hon.  the  House  of  Lords,  every  true  friend 
to  his  country  places  implicit  confidence :  the 
agitation  of  the  day  will,  I  hope,  speedily  pass 
away,  but  the  gratitude  we  owe  your  most 
honourable  House  can  never  be  effaced ;  and 
the  eera  now  passing  must  form  a  memorable 
epoch  in  the  annals  of  British  history.  Had 
more  time  been  allowed  me  for  obtaining  sig-> 
natures,  the  petition  would  have  been  more 
numerously  signed,  as  I  can  assure  your 
Lordship  it  has  the  hearty  support  of  all  my 
respectable  and  worthy  neighbours. 

"  I  am,  my  Lord,  with  sincere  regard,  your 
Lordship's  most  obedient  and  humble  ser* 
vant, 

**  George  Newby.'* 

He  would  not  have  trespassed  on  their 
Lordships  at  such  length  but  he  thought 
that  his  duty  to  the  country  required  that 
he  should  bring  these  facts  before  their 
Lordships. 

The  Archbishop  of  Canterbury  thought 
it  was  rather  premature  for  the  noble  Mar- 
quess to  take  the  course  which  he  had  on 
that  occasion.  The  noble  Marquess  was 
mistaken  if  be  supposed  that  the  circum- 
stances detailed  in  the  letters  which  had 
been  read  were  unknown  to  the  Commis- 
sioners. All  these  facts  were  before  the 
Commissioners.  He  could  bear  testimony 
to  the  truth  of  the  facts  which  the  noble 
Marquess  had  detailed — facts  which  roust, 
he  thought,  serve  to  impress  the  House 
with  a  due  sense  of  the  princely  munificence 
by  which  the  two  last  prelates  of  Durham 
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least  thoM  wfaieh  ke  used  on  the  Immt 
sion  when  he  addressed  ifaeir  ILofdaki 
did  not^  in  his  opinion,   afiect  the  secoi-d 
readingofthepresentBilL  Those  arvnan^er/i 
went  to  another  Bill  which  vould  cc::;; 
under  the  consideration  of  the  House,  a:.! 
were  founded  upon  the  conalrucUoo   p. 
by  the  noble  Marquess  on  two  c^lanse^ 
the  present  Biti,   which  must  come  unirr 
discussion  in  Committee    if    the     Hcusr 
should  consent  to  the  motion  then   heL  ^e 
it  for  a  second  reading.  There  was  no  o.  ^ 
who  concurred  more  heartily  than  he   <I.i 
in  what  had  been  said  relatire  to  the  cLa- 
raeter  of  the  Bishop  of  Durham,   and  par- 
ticularly  what  had  fallen  from   the   oic^ 
rev.  Prelate  with  respect  to  the    benevo- 
lence and  peculiarly  excellent  coodact  •:-( 
die  late  Bishop,    There  was  no  one  in  v.  -t 
country  who  had  a  higher  respect  than  :.= 
had  for  siuih  acts  and  qnalilieft  as  ihc^e 
which  had  been  alluded  to  {    aad  he  aiii^L 
say  that  he  lamented  that  the  drcuoastajicrs 
of  the  times  had  rendered  it  neceaBarr  to 
deprive  the  See  of  Durham  of  contisuir  * 
such  benefactions  and  charitable  acts  a 
those  which  had  been  detailed.     The  c^ 
tails,  howerer,  which  the  noble  Marqucsi 
bad  gone  into/might  be  very  pfoperiyeoi- 
sidered  when  another  otMiire caaae  before 
them,  but  not  npon  the  present  oecaf:"'^. 
It  should  be  recollected  tnat  the  oitire  .'i' 
this  Bill  had  been  leccmmended  br  t'  c 
Ccmn^.issi oners.      He  was  a  partT  to  rf- 
commending  Lis  Majesty  to  esi^ablish  tin 
CommLssion.     Itvashrsdoty  to  scppi-t 
the  recommeikijtica   of  tLxt  coauxu&^r^a 
in  Pari i linen t»reseni'-£  ae>  t^coask^ef- 
ation  cf  thit  pirt  ct  tSe  ««r  £ct  which  bid 
ceediniirs ;  and  hertirietted  that  considera-    been  teftrred  t«>  1«t  h^  az-j^i  asd  le^rr^'J 
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were  disttngoished.     lie  had  the  honovr 

of  l)eing  intimately  acquainted  with  both 
these  prelates.    The  agent  of  Bishop  Bar- 
rington(Mr.  Butler)  related  the  fact  which 
served  fully*   to    support    the    character 
which  he  had  received ;  for  he  staled  that 
above  200,000/.  had  passed  through  his 
hands,  which  had  been  subscribed  by  Bis^iop 
Barrington  for  charitable  purposes.  There 
never  was  aman who  d  id  greater  honour  to  the 
station  which  he  filled,  by  his  private  virtues, 
by  his  regard  for  the  Church,  by  the  talents 
with   which  he  maintained  the  cause  of 
Christianity,  and  by  his  exertions  to  pro- 
mote, in  every  way,  the  interests  of  true 
religion  and  of  the  Church.     But  in  libe. 
rality  he  was  pre-eminent.     He  had  lis- 
tened with  great  pleasure    to  a  speech 
which  the  noble  Marquess  had  some  time 
ago  delivered,  in  which  he  expressed  an 
eloquent  panegyric  on  the  virtues  of  his 
Vamented  and  deceased  friend.   The  letters 
«#hich  the  noble  Marquess  had   read  on 
that  occasion  merely  supplied  the  foiinda. 
tion  on  which  that  eulogium  was  founded. 
So  far,  however,  were  the  Commissioners 
from  being  ignorant  of  the  circumstances 
which  had  been  mentioned  in  these  letters, 
that  they  were  also  fully  acquainted  with 
the  sacrifices    which   had    been  likewise 
made  by  the  Dean  and  the   Chapter  of 
Durham,  and  by  every  one  of  the  Pre- 
bendaries, in  the  establishment  of  an  Uni- 
versityi  by  which  they  suficred  a  defalca. 
tion  ID  their  incomes.     A  systematic  ar- 
rangement had  also  been  entered  upon  for 
increasing  the  small  livings  in  the  diocese. 
Nothing  could  be  more  honourable  to  those 
who  were  parties  to  this  than  such  pro. 
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tions  of  propriety  prevented  the  Com  mi* 

sioners  from  laving  before  the  rahlic  those  farrv  be  br:  -i:-:  c=  uz  l^sc^^i:  z.  :a  Cc<n- 
details  which  BCdde  SO  Strong  an  impression  I  ;ii!;tce.  \^  :!::  r^<r«£Ct  v:>  tLe  t»^o  list 
on  their  own  minds.  Part  of  the  Bi>h:^p's  '  c^^uses  oiihi  L  1.  jLit  crud  u;  b%  :be  &^.  W 
intentions  would  be  carne\l  iato  ecect,  I  Marquess  ^^Lc^Si  ir^r^  ^  Uie**r^^  wi« 
namely*  that  which  re^rd^d  the  icn prove-  !  nec<>jajT  ok  ftecc«st  oc  u*  nf  pccstBciK 
ment  of  several  small  luir.^rs.  the  Dacaesof '.  cf  a  »ew  F:$:r^~o  Sf  tli?  f^tue  ««fv  e  4, 
some  cf  which  hid  heeo  mc?^ !:■:<: «d  :a  the 
Waters  wh#rh  liw  oobie  Mirqu£«  bid  f€iJ. 
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and  that  he  was  disposed  to  support  them 

io  Ck>inruittee.     But  whether  necessary  or 

not,   this  was  not  the  stage  of  the  measuie 

when  they  should  be  brought  under  their 

I^ordships'notice,   ihey  bcin|j  now  merely 

called  upon  to  give  a  second  reatJing  to  the 

Bill  recommended  by  the  Comnn'ssioncrs, 

to  whose  ap|)ointmcnt  he  had  been  a  party. 

Under  these  circumstances,  he  felt  bound 

to  give  his  support  to  the  second  reading 

of*  this  Bill. 

Bill  read  a  second  time. 


HOUSE  OF  COMMONS, 
Tuesday,  May  31,  1836. 

MiNUTBs.]     Petitlau  prewoted.     By   Mr.  H.  Ujuttan, 
Mr.  Standibh  Barry*  and  othen,  ftom  variou*  Ploow, 
for  Municipal  Reform  for  Ireland.-— By  Sir  A.  L.  Hay, 
ttota  Yariout  Places,  for  Burghs  of  Barony  (Scotland)  Bill ; 
and  firom  various  other  Places,  for  AlUnation  of  Law  of 
Statute  Labour!  and  ftom  Banf  and  Elgin,  for  Relieving 
Royal  Burghs  ftom  Maintaining  Prisoners  after  Convlo- 
tlon. — By  Captain  Mxvnkll,  Anom  Lisbume,  for  Mitiga- 
tion of  the  Criminal  Laws..— By  Captain  F.  Bsrulry, 
from  Gloucester,  praying  for  Relief  of  ProtesUnt  Dis* 
scnteis.— By  several  Mbmbkrs,  Arom  various  Places,  to 
strictly  adhere  to  the  Provisions  of  the  Muoieipal  Cor- 
poration^ Aet  as  passed  —  By  Mr.  Tjiornbuiy.  from 
Wolverfaanpton.  for  an  Squallntlon  of  the  Duties  on 
East  and  West-India  Sugars.— By  Mr.  Hums,  from  St 
Luke's,  for  Control  over  the  County  Rates. — By  several 
MRstBina,  ftmn  various  Places,  for  a  Better  Observanoe 
Of  die  Sabbath.-'By  Sir   Robkrt  FiRouii&ON,   firom 
Randalstown,  for  Exdse   Lioenocs  (Ireland)   Bill;    and 
against  Spirits  being  Allowed  to  be  sold  by  Gnioen.— By 
Means.  Law,  HoDosa,  and  Robabts,  against  Uie  Descenu 
and  Herlots'  Bills.— 'By  Mr.  Pottbb,  Arom  Wigam,  for 
Removal  of  Jewish  Disabilities.— By  Mr.  Bucxinoram, 
from  the  Medical  Profession,  Bridgnoitfa,  for  Remunera- 
tion for  Attending   Coroners'  Inquests;   and   from   St. 
Margaret,   Norwldi,  for  Repeal  of  the   Duty  on  News- 
papera. — By  several  Mbubbrb,  from  various  Places,  for 
Abobtioo  of  Tithas  (Ireland). 

Mi;nicipal  CoRpoaAxioNS  —  (Tre- 
lakd).]     Mr.  Rohwion  presented  a  peti- 
tion adopted  at  a  public  meeting,   and 
most  numerously  and  reipectably  signed 
by  die  merchants,  traders,  and  inhabitants 
of  the  city  of  Worcester,  which  he  had 
the  honour  to  represent,  praying  that  a 
full  measure  of  corporate  reform  might  be 
given   to   the    people  of  Ireland.     The 
meeting  at  which  the  petition  had  been 
adopted  was  held  only  two  days  ago,  and 
lie  would  venture  to  say,  that  among  the 
great  numbers  assembled  at  it,  there  was 
not  a  dissentient  voice  on  the  necessity  of 
granting  to  the  people  of  Ireland  a  mea- 
sure of  corporate  leform  similar  to  that 
l^iven  to  Scotland  and  England.     He  need 
scarcely  say,  that  he  fully  concurred  in 
ihe  piayer  of  the  petitioners.      He  was 
not  aware  what  the  intention  of  his  Ma- 
jesty's Ministers  woukl  ho  when  this  sub- 
ject was  brought  before  the  House;  but 


this  he  woald  say,  that  any  departure  from 
the  salutary  measure  given  to  this  country 
would  be  producliveof  discontent  and  end- 
less dissatisfaction  in  Ireland ;  and  he 
was  confident  that  the  people  of  that 
country  would  be  supported  in  their  ef- 
forts by  every  honest  Reformer  in  the 
United  Kingdom. 

Mr.  Philip  Howard  was,  in  unison  with 
his  colleague,  intrusted  with  a  petition 
from  the  Mayor  and  Town-council  of  Car- 
lisle, praying  and  urging  the  House  to 
pei severe  in  enforcing  the  claim  of  right, 
which  the  people  of  Ireland  had  to  the 
same  purified  municipal  institutions  which 
England  and  Scotland  now  enjoyed.  These 
rights  were  possessed  by  Irelancl  before  the 
Union,  and,  therefore,  without  even  taking 
into  consideration  its  claim  to  equal  rights 
wiih  themselves,  they  could  not,  in  his 
opinion,  be  withheld  without  a  positive 
breach  of  the  conditions  of  that  compact. 

Petition  laid  on  the  Table* 

Corporai*  Punishmekts^-Extla- 
NATiOK.]  Mr.  Hume  hoped  he  might  be 
indulged  while  he  made  a  few  observations 
on  a  subject  of  considerable  importance. 
When  examined  before  the  Committee  on 
Corporal  Punishments,  he  bad  stated  in 
his  evidence  [the  hon.  Member  read  the 
extract]  that  a  native  of  India  had  been 
tried  by  court-martial  at  Calcutta,  and 
senlenced  to  1 ,900  lashes  for  insolence  and 
insuboidination,  1,250  of  which  had  been 
inflicted.  Since  that  time,  he  had  ascer- 
tained that  there  was  a  mistake  committed 
on  his  part,  and  he  had  an  application 
made  at  the  Horse  Guards,  and  had  then 
in  his  hand  the  official  report,  from  which 
it  appeared  that  the  first  part  of  the  state- 
ment was  perfectly  correct.  The  indi- 
vidual was  sentenced  on  two  charges,  tried 
before  the  same  court-martial,  to  1,900 
lashes,  only  650  of  which  had  been  in- 
flicted. Having  satisfied  himself  that  he 
was  in  error,  he  was  desirous  that  it  should 
be  immediately  corrected ;  and  he  trusted 
the  House  would  excuse  him.  He  thought 
it  necessary  to  take  the  first  opportunity 
of  making  the  statement  so  publicly,  as 
the  evidence  given  before  that  Committee 
was  read  with  deep  interest. 

Mr,  CuUar  Fergusson  was  exceedingly 
glad  of  the  explanation  given  by  his  hon. 
Friend,  as  the  extract  in  the  evidence 
whirl)  had  been  just  read,  Uiuled  sciiuusly 
to  rellt^ct  on  the  ennduct  (jf  a  brave  and 
oKcellent  ofiker. 
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Thr    Prisoners     at    Ham.]      Mr* 
Thomas  Duncombe^  in  rising  to  invite  the 
House  to  concur    in    an   address   to  the 
Throne,  having  for  ils  object,  to  beseech 
his  Majesty  to  use  his  good   oflBces  with 
his  ally,  the  King  of  the  French,  for  the 
liberation  of  Prince  Poligoac,  and  other 
imprisoned  ministers  of  France,   said  that 
he  was  too  well  aware  of  the  delicacy  and 
the  numerous  difficulties  that  surrounded 
the  question  not  to  feel  sensible  how  greatly 
he  stood  in  need  of  the  indulgence  of  the 
House  while  he  stated  as  briefly  as  he  was 
able  the  grounds  upon  which  he  thought 
England  might  offer  her  mediation  with- 
out o(Fence,  and  France  accept  that  me- 
diation  without  compromising  either  her 
dignity  or  her  independence.     When  the 
House  looked  back  to  the  political  career 
and  the  past  lives  of  these  misguided  men, 
he  hoped  that,  in  advocating  their  release, 
he  should  stand  acquitted  of  being  ac- 
tuated by  any  party  motives,  or  biassed  by 
any  political  prejudices  in    their  favour. 
He  stood  there  to  recommend  their  release 
on  higher  grounds — he  would  ask  for  it  in 
the  name  of  even-handed  justice  and  hu- 
manity, and  in  order  that,  if  their  suffer- 
ings were  only   to  terminate   with    their 
lives,  it  might  not  be  said  hereafter  that 
England,  by  her   silence,  acquiesced   in 
their  captivity,  or  that  no  attempt  was  ever 
made  to  relieve  and  mitigate  their  afflic- 
tions.    He  might  be  asked  (admitting  this 
▼lew  of  the  question  to  be  correct)  what 
right  did  we  possess  to  interfere  with  the 
domestic  policy  or   the  internal  arrange- 
ments of  another  country  ?     Or  what  pre- 
cedents there  were  that  could  be  adduced 
in  support    of  his   proposition?      These 
were  the  difficulties  he  knew  he  had  to 
contend  with — these   were   the  obstacles 
that  he  should  be  expected  to  overcome. 
With  regard  to  the  right  that  we  might 
have  to  interfere  with  the  internal  policy 
of  another  country,  he  must  say  that  he 
thought  such  a  question  came  rather  too 
late.      It  was  true  non-intervention   had 
been  onr  precept ;  but  how  far  it  had  been 
our  practice  he  might  safely  leave  Spain 
to  answer,  France    to   illustrate,    or  the 
house  of  Bourbon   to   acknowledge.      It 
was  now  nearly  six  years  since  the  British 
public  first  heard  with  admiration  and  de- 
light   of   the    glories  of  July,    and   the 
triumphs    of   the    barricades — when   the 
citizens  of  Paris  rose  almost  as  one  man, 
and  proclaimed  that  "  the  will  of  the  peo- 
ple "  was   the  only  legitimate  title  to  the 
throne.     The  successful  struggle  made  by 


the  French    nation  upon    tliat    occ&s -^ 
caused  an  excitement  he  re  which  be  the::!': 
those  who  witnessed  it   would   oot  e^^  - 
forget     They  bad  then  seen  the  f  ri-c  :'>..- 
flag,  not  con6ned  to  the  walls  of  Piir^ 
but   triumphantly   waving     in      oar     <  » 
streets  among  the  loud  acclamations  o( '  -, 
people ;  and  while  addresses  of  congrsit.- 
iation  were  sent  over  to  the  Citizen   K.rj. 
public  subscriptions  were  entered    into  : 
console  and  assist  the  relatives  and  descend- 
ants of  those  who  had  fallen  in  the  stri  z- 
gle.      In  short,  from    that  day,  Eng^l?*:. 
seemed  to  feel  that  the  liberties  of  PraD:i 
must    thenceforth   rest    upon     the    sai^r' 
foundation  as  her  own.     But  when   tK  ^ 
excitement  began  to  subside,  and  tbe  tr  .. 
of  the  ministers  to  commence,  English  me:: 
began    seriously    to    reflect     upon     vh:<: 
description  of  constitution  that  was  wfaf.: 
could  make    the  servants  of  a  moo  arc . 
deposed,  of  a  power  that  had  ceased  t . 
exist,  responsible  to  those  who   were   prr^ 
fiting  by  the  change.     They  had  then  tc 
learn  in   what  new    charter    this   douUe 
responsibility  could  be  found,   whereby  a 
king  could  be  superseded  and  his  minis- 
ters impeached!      Many   then   began  tc 
suspect  that  either  the  advantages  of  thai 
eventful  revolution  had  been  exa^erated, 
or  the  punishment  of  its  authors  was  un- 
generous and  unjust.     However,  the  triil 
proceeded,  and  whether  that  trial  had  beei 
a  legal   or  an   illegal  one,    whether  the 
tribunal  before  which  Prince  Polignac  wns 
arraigned,  had  or  had  not  been    legal iy 
constituted,  he  would  not  pretend  to  de- 
cide ;  suffice  it  to  say,  that  tbe  ministers 
of  Charles  the  Tenth  had  been  condemned, 
and  were  then  in  the  dungeons  of  Ham, 
suffering  for  having  only  attempted  that 
which  their  more  fortunate  successors  had 
been  able  to  accomplish  with  a  severity 
and   a  force  which   he   should   leave   to 
other  and  warmer  admirers  of  this  Citizen 
King*s  reign  to  palliate  and  explain.     It 
was  notorious  that,  upon  the  first  public 
occasion  after  Louis  Philippe  had  ascended 
the  throne,  he  declared  that  '*  he  wished 
his    conduct   to    be  judged    by  France. 
Europe,  and  posterity."     If  in  that  decla- 
ration    he    was    sincere,   it  afforded    to 
England  a  favourable  opportunity  of  com- 
municating to   him  and   to   our   gallant 
neighbours  the  feelings  of  sympathy  and 
disappointment  which  pervade  this  country 
at  the  protracted   incarceration  of  thf}se 
now  harmless  individuals.     For  the  credit 
of  France,  he  wished  most  sincerely  that 
she  had  listened  to  the  counsel  of  a  noble 
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IL«ord  upon  this  subject :  he  alluded  to  a 
speech    of    Lord    Grey,    made    by   him 
in  the  other  House  of  Parliament,  a  short 
time    previous  to  the  trial.      That  noble 
L«ord  had  said,  **  I  am  far  from  wishing, 
by  any  observations  of  mine,  to  interfere 
unbecomingly  in  the  affairs  of  a  neighbour- 
ing country,  but  I  believe  I  may  say  that 
there  is  not  a  friend  of  liberty  in  Europe, 
Mfho  would  not  feel  gratified  if  he  could 
see  mercy  extended  to  criminals,  who  may 
be    thought  by  some  least  to  deserve  it ; 
and  that  the  revolution  so  nobly  accom- 
plished might  be  freed  from  any  proceed- 
ings which  can  have  the  appearance  of 
being  dictated  by  motives  and  feelings  of 
vengeance."     He  would  ask  any  man  (let 
bis  politics  be  what  they  might)  to  point 
out,  unless  vengeance   were   the   object, 
what  was  to  be  gained  by  this  imprison- 
ment?    What  were  the  dangers  to  be  ap- 
prehended from  an  immediate  and  gene- 
rous  remission  of  the  sentence  ?     For,  if 
he  had  been  correctly  informed,  if  liberty 
were   restored   to    Poh'gnac  and  his  col- 
leagues  to-morrow,  age,    infirmity,   and 
disease,  generated  by  (he  pestilential  rli- 
mate  of  their  prison,  had   brought  tliem 
so  close  to  the  brink  of  the  grave,  that  all 
they  could  hope  for,  all  they  desired,  was 
to  be  permitted  to  conclude  in  peace  and 
charity,  but   iu   the  enjoyment  of  liberty 
and  of  the  society  of  friends,  those  few 
remaining  days  that  belong  to  their  ill- 
fated  existence.     And  here  he  would  wish 
to   take  the  opportunity  of  stating,  that 
when  he  alluded  to  the  subject  on  a  for- 
mer evening,  he  did  so  without  any  com- 
munication, direct  or  indirect,  with   the 
prisoners  themselves ;  and  the  only  com- 
munication that  had  since  been  made  to 
him  was  by  a  letter  which  he  received  shortly 
afterwards  from   the   Princess   Polignac, 
expressive  of  the  gratitude  of  the  prisoners 
at  the  kind  manner  in  which  the  mention 
of  their  misfortunes  had  been  received  by 
the  enlightened   assembly  which  he  ad- 
dressed.     With    the    permission   of    the 
Houset  he  would  read  the  letter. 

"  Ilam,  March  4. 

^  Dear  Sir — ^Those  alone  who  have  expe- 
rienced severe  affliction,  can  understand  how 
more  than  consolatory,  how  gratifying  it  is  to 
learn,  that  friends  still  remain  who  are  not 
indifferent  to  our  appalling  misfortunes.  It 
was  under  tlieae  impressions  that  I  perused 
your  generous  speech  in  favour  of  the  prison- 
ers at  Ham,  and  learnt  the  flattering  attention 

Vfith  which  i\  was  listened  to  by  an  eqlight- 


ened  assembly.  Receive,  Sir,  on  this  occasion' 
my  best  acknowledgments;  they  will,  how* 
ever,  be  inefficieut,  when  compared  with  the 
secret  satisfaction  your  own  conscience  must 
afford  you,  for  having  made  a  courageous 
eflfort  in  behalf  of  those  who  linger  in  confine- 
ment. It  is,  doubtless,  to  the  remembrance 
of  having  in  days  of  prosperity  contributed^ 
on  various  occasions,  to  many  philanthropic 
acts,  both  in  behalf  of  his  own  countrymen 
and  of  foreigners,  that  Prince  Polignac  owes 
that  serenity  of  mind  which  has  contributed  to 
support  him  in  adversity,  and  with  which  ho 
now  waits  the  further  decrees  of  Providence. 

''  Allow  me  to  subscribe  myself, 

"  Dear  Sir,your's  truly, 
"  La  Psse.  De  Polionac." 

"  To  T.  Duncombe,  Esq.,  M.  P." 

This  letter  was  written  by  the  Princess, 
Prince  Polignac  being  sentenced  to  civil 
death  has  not  been  allowed  to  communi- 
cate by  letter  with  any  one.     The  House 
was,  no  doubt,  well  aware  that  the  fortress 
of   Ham   was   situated   in   the  most   un- 
healthy part  of  France,  in  the  midst  of 
marshes  and  morasses;  but  to  remain  at 
large  within  the  fortress  seemed   to  have 
been   thought  too  lenient  a  punishment ; 
for  within  the  fortress  a  small  prison  had 
been  built,  where  these  unfortunate  men 
were  confined  almost  in   secret,  without 
any  means  of  exercise,  excepting  upon  an 
elevated   terrace,   about   thirty   paces    in 
length,  and  surrounded  by  stagnant  water. 
At  certain  hours  of  the  day  a  few  persons 
are   allowed   to   see  them,    but    at    five 
o'clock  they  are  committed  to  their  dun-  . 
geons,  where  they  dine  alone,  and  after 
that  hour,  under  no  circumstances  of  do- 
mestic  affliction  or  of  sickness,    is  any 
friend  or  relation  allowed  to  visit  them  to 
interrupt  the  cheerless   solitude   of  their 
cells.     He  would  ask  if  persecution  like 
this  could   be   necessary  to  the  ends  of 
national  justice  ?    Did  it  not  savour  rather 
of  revenge?     If  so,  surely  the  same  right 
and  the  same  feelings  that  prompted  us  to 
congratulate  and  address  our  ally  in  1830, 
entitle  us  to  plead  for  mercy  in  1836,  and 
to  tell  the  French  nation  that  we  much 
fear  that  in  the  eyes  of  posterity  the  lustre 
of  their  far-famed  revolution  will  be  tar- 
nished by  such  needless  cruelty  as  this. 
Before  he  sat  down,   the  hon.  Member 
begged  to  observe  that  there  were  prece- 
dents for  this  motion.     Similar  addresses 
had  been  moved  in  that  House  in  1794 
and  1796  by  Mr.  Fitzpatrick,  for  the  libe- 
ration  of  General    Lafayette,   and  other 
Frenchmen  confined  in  the  prisons  of  our 

ally  the  King  of  Prossia*  He  bad  adopt«4 
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the  form  of  lliat  motion — a  raotion,  too, 
which  had  been  warmly  supported  by  all 
the  leading  Whifi^  of  that  day  (as  he 
hoped  his  would  be  by  those  of  the  pre- 
sent time);  that  motion  had  been  sup- 
ported by  the  present  Earl  Grey,  by  IVlr. 
Whitbread,  Mr.  Wilberforce,  Mr. Sheridan, 
and  Mr.  Fox;  and  Mr.  Fox,  when  speak* 
ing  in  support  of  it,  said,  *'  The  customs 
of  civiliKed  nations  presented  no  obstacle 
to  our  interposition.  In  the  case  of  Sir 
Charles  Asgill,  Application  was  made  by 
this  country  to  a  court  with  which  we 
were  then  at  war.  Tlie  good  offices  of 
the  Queen  of  France  were  solicited, 
granted,  and  proved  effectual,  and  Ame<* 
rica,  the  ally  of  France,  yielded  to  an  in- 
terposition in  behalf  of  humanity.  What, 
therefore,  is  to  prevent  his  Majesty  from 
using  his  good  oBiccs  with  his  ally  in  the 
cause  of  humanity  also?*'  True  it  was, 
that  the  motion  of  General  Fitzpatrick 
was  not  carried  ;  but  why  did  it  fail  ?  It 
failed  in  consequence  of  the  disturbed 
aspect  that  public  affairs  were  then  as- 
suming throughout  Europe.  War  was 
kindling  in  every  quarter,  and  the  prin- 
ciples of  I«afayette  were  not  then  quite  so 
popular  as  they  are  at  the  present  day, 
and,  therefore,  an  opportunity  was  gladly 
seized  to  control  their  influence  by  the 
detention  of  his  person.  Now  peace  per- 
vaded  the  Continent,  and  were  it  not  for 
the  dungeons  of  Ham,  hule  would  be  left 
to  cdll  to  recollection  the  confusion  that  is 
past.  His  motion  also  might  fail ;  but  he 
trusted  its  failure  would  not,  at  all  events, 
take  place  on  this  side  of  the  Clrannel, 
and  that,  let  what  might  become  of 
Pulignac  and  his  ill  fated  companions, 
England  might  never  be  reproached  with 
having  beheld  with  indiflference  a  perse- 
cution which  neither  justice,  enlightened 
policy,  nor  humanity,  could  approve. 
The  hon.  Gentleman,  in  conclusion,  then 
moved  the  following  Address : — "  Humbly 
to  submit  to  bis  Majesty  the  propriety  of 
his  Majesty  using  his  good  offices  with 
liis  ally  the  King  of  the  French,  for  ibe 
liberation  of  the  Prince  de  Poligoac  and 
Messrs.  de  Peyronnet,  Chantelaaxe,  and 
Gaernon  de  Ranville." 

Mr.  Grantley  Berkeley  seconded  the 
oiotion.  He  could  not  understainl  on 
what  ground  any  person,  possessed  of  the 
common  feelings  of  humanity,  could  op* 
pose  the  motion. 

Mr.  PkUip  Howmrd  trusted,  that  the 
motion  would  r«c«ive  tb«  aympathy  of 


men  of  all  parties  in  that  House.     He  ▼■■ 
quite  aware  it  was  a  very  delioate  qi/es  ■': 
to  ifiterlere  with  anything  iwrhicb    regari 
the  domestic  policy  of  a  foreign  state,  b%: 
he  believed  the  French  people    had.  r 
many  occasions,  received  our  £Xie<liat\cL  : 
good  part,  and   believed  that  the  liberal  - 
of  these  unfortunate  prisoners    from  i.  -; 
gloomy  fortress,  in  Picardy,   'would  be  .; 
acceptable  to  their  feeling,  as    it  lirould  re- 
flect honour  on  iheir  magnanimity. 

Mr,  Ward  thought,  that  i€    the  root  ,€ 
of  the   hon.   Gentleman    was     oarrkd,    : 
would  not  only  be  an  interference   w  : . 
the  internal  aflairs  of  another  couotry,  ti: 
would  also  interfere  between   g-reat  put  o: 
offenders  and  the  justice  of  a  nation.      11.- 
could  not  help  feeling  that   the    pers'^-y 
who  were  the  object  of  the  motion,    hj.^ 
been  guilty  of  crimes  of  the  greatest  iss^- 
nitude.     Prince   Polignac  had    pfayed  3 
great  game,  which,   if  it  bad    l>een   suc- 
cessful, would  have  made  him    the  cn^cf 
minister  of  a  sovereign  who  would    be  ifti: 
absolute   despot.     They   had    been    tiica 
for  their  olfence  and   found   guilty,   aLiI 
sentenced   to  the  punishment    of    deatli. 
The  punishment  they  were  now^  aod  fc^r 
a  series  of  years  had  been   undergoing, 
was  a  commutation  of  the  original  sen- 
tence  on  them.     When,  also,   hon.  Gtn- 
tiemen   recollected  the   great  loss  of  l»-'e 
that  had   resulted   from   the   attempt   <■( 
those  persons,  he  had  no  doubt  they  wouli 
hesitate  before  they  saoctioucr]  the  pn.  j^o- 
^ition  submitted  to  the   House.      For  his 
own   part,   he   did  not  think   that   it  wus 
carrying  the  punishment  farther  than  wji 
necessary,  when  an  oflfeiure  of  such  n»ag- 
niiude  occurred.    Hon.  Gentlemen  talked 
of  U)e  humanity  and  desirableness  of  me- 
diation on  the  part  of  this  country.     No 
doubt  intervention  or  mediation,  for  the 
purpose   of  preserving   peace    was    most 
i>entficial,  and   this   could   often    be   re- 
soiti^d  to.  as  this  country  was  interested 
in    preserving   friendly  relations  between 
other  nations ;  but  how  could  we  medi* 
ate  or  intervene  for  a  mitigation  of  puo- 
ishment  for  political  ofiences  with  which 
this  country  bad  nothing  to  do  ?     At  any 
rate  he  felt  satisfied  that  it  was  a  qnestioo 
which  should  not  lightly  be  dealt  with  in 
that  House.     What,  be  ftsked,  would  be 
the  feelings  of  that  Ho«ie  and  of  tJie 
country,  if  a  foreign  power  chose  to  faitfr* 
fere  with  this  nation  for  a  miligatton  of 
punishment    for    great  poh'tlcal    crimet. 
Althou^  bis  fediogs  might  pigopl  ti^ 
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to  vote  with  the  hon.  Gentleman,  he 
trusted  that  the  motion  would  be  with- 
drawn, or  that  the  House  would,  on  a 
calm  consideration  of  the  subject,  feel 
induced  to  reject  it. 

Sir  Robert  Inglis  observed,  that  when 
the  hon.  Member  for  Finsbury  first  gave 
notice  of  a  motion  on  this  subject,  he 
could  not  help  feeling  some  degree  of 
envy  at  the  generous  feelings  which  actu- 
ated the  hon.  Gentleman.     He  had,  how- 
ever, mentioned  at  the  time,  that  he  could 
not  support  an  Address  to  the  Crown  on 
the  subject,  as  it  Would  be  an  interference 
with  the  internal  affairs  of  another  nation. 
He  DOW  repeated  that  opinion ;  but  he 
was  most  anxious  for  the  success  of  the 
object  which  the  hon.  Member  had   in 
view.     Although  the  noble  Lord,  the  Se- 
cretary for    Foreign    Affairs,  might  not 
give  such  an  answer  to  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man as  he  might  wish,  yet  he  trusted 
that  the    noble    Lord  would    use    other 
means  to  attain  the  desired  end.    This 
he  also  thought  could  be  more  readily  and 
easily  obtained  by  the  means  he  referred  to 
than  by  a  formal  Address  to  the  Sovereign 
to  exercise  his  inflnence  to  further  this 
object.     He  would  not  provoke  a  discus- 
sion as  to  whether  or  not  these  peraons  in 
the  prison  of  Ham  deserved  thep  unish- 
ment  which  had  been   inflicted  on  them  ; 
and,  above  all,  when  he  recollected  that 
by  doing  so  he  might  remove  to  a  greater 
distance  the  chance  of  their  release. 

Viscount  Palmerslon  said,  that  from 
the  speeches  which  had  been  made 
on  both  sides  of  the  House,  and 
from  the  manifestations  of  opinion  with 
which  those  speeches  had  been  received, 
two  things  were  sufficiently  clear— 
first,  that  the  House  sympathised  with  the 
hon.  Member  for  Finsbury  in  those  feelings 
of  humanity  and  generosity  which  had 
impelled  him  to  bring  forward  this  Motion  ; 
and,  secondly,  that  it  was  not  the  opinion 
of  the  House  that  the  Motion  fur  an  ap- 
plication on  the  part  of  the  British  Go- 
vernment to  the  French  Government 
should  be  pressed  at  the  present  moment. 
He  was  spetiking  for  himself,  and  he  be- 
lieved for  bis  colleagues,  when  he  said,  that 
nothing  would  give  him  more  sincere 
pleasure  than  to  hear  that  the  Government 
of  France  had  thought  it  expedient  to  ad- 
vise the  King  of  the  French  to  exercise  his 
prerogative  of  p^irdon  towards  Prince  Po- 
lignac  and  his^  telle w  sufferers.  He  was 
sure  thitt  sucb  iw  act  of  mercy  on  the  part 


of  the  French  Government  would  meet' 
with  satisfaction  and  approbation,  not  only 
in  this  country,  but  also  in  every  quarter 
of  the  civilised  world.  Speaking  individu- 
al I  y  on  this  matter,  he  could  not  conceal 
from  himself,  that  whatever  the  ]K)litical  of- 
fences might  have  been  of  which  Prince 
Polignac  and  his  colleagues  had  been  found 
guilty,  the  punishment  inflicted  upon  them 
had  been  severe  and  long-continued.  It 
would,  therefore,  be  consistent  with  those 
generous  and  chivalrous  feelings  which  dis- 
tinguished the  French  nation  to  show,  that 
when  the  continuance  of  punishment  ceased 
to  be  necessary  for  the  sake  of  example, 
anything  like  vengeance  was  deemed  unne- 
cessary, and  that  a  generous  oblivion 
shoula  fall  upon  those  offences  which  had 
been  sufficiently  marked  to  prevent  their 
re})etition.  However  becoming  it  might 
be  in  the  hon.  Member  for  Finsbury — who 
was  well  known  to  entertain  opinions  fa- 
vourable to  the  liberty  of  the  subject — to 
stand  forward  as  the  advocate  of  mercy 
towards  those  who  had  acted  upon  opinions 
quite  the  reverse,  still  he  trusted  that  the 
House  would  not  forget  that  it  could  take 
no  step  so  inexpedient,  and  he  might  even 
add,  so  dangerous,  as  to  ask  the  King  of 
England  by  address  to  interfere  in  matters 
connected  with  the  domestic  concerns  of 
another  country.  There  was  no  precedent 
for  any  such  interference  on  the  part  of  the 
British  House  of  Commons.  The  prece- 
dent to  which  the  hon.  Member  for  Fins- 
bury had  alluded  was  one  totally  different 
in  all  its  fundamental  principles.  On  that 
occasion  General  Lafayette,  and  other 
officers  connected  with  him,  having  passed 
from  the]French  army  with  the  intention  of 
retiring  into  Holland,  fell  in  with  the  ad- 
vanced post  of  the  Austrians,  and  were 
held  in  consequence  in  confinement,  as 
prisoners  of  war.  The  hon.  Member  had 
referred  to  the  opinions  of  Fox,  Sheridan, 
and  Whitbread,  in  favour  of  the  Motion  of 
General  Fitzpatrick ;  but  he  had  forgotten 
to  tell  the  House,  that  Mr.  Fox  exprestily 
stated  that  he  supported  the  Motion  be- 
cause General  Lafayette  was  not  a  subject 
either  of  the  King  of  Prussia  or  of  the 
Emperor  of  Austria — because  he  had  not 
violated  any  laws  which  he  was  bound  to 
obey^-because  >he  was  a  mere  prisoner  of 
war — and  because  we,  as  allies  in  war  to 
the  power  which  had  captured  him,  were 
entitled  to  intercede  in  his  favour.  This 
case,  however,  was  totally  different ;  for  it 
was  the  case  of  subjects  of  another  country 
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country,  adjudged  to  puDislimcnt  by  the 
legal  authorities  of  that  'country,  and  suf- 
fering at  pressnt  under  punishment  deemed 
by  those  authorities  appropriate  to  their 
ofienoes.  Now,  if  we  were  to  set  the  ex- 
ample of  interference  in  such  a  case,  it 
mieht  be  inconyeniently  retorted  upon  us, 
and  if  there  was  one  principle  which  public 
men  in  this  country  had  held  more  sacred 
than  [another^  it  was  this — ^that  it  should 
not  be  permitted  to  any  foreign  Govern- 
ment to  interfere  directly  or  indirectly  in 
the  internal  affairs  of  England,  and  that 
neither  with  laws  which  we  proposed  to 
pass,  nor  with  the  execution  of  laws  which 
we  had  already  passed,  should  any  foreign 
GoFernment  presume  to  meddle.  Now,  it 
would  be  impossible  for  us  to  maintain  that 
principle  as  strictly  as  we  ought  to  do  if 
we  interfered  in  the  present  case.  Even 
for  the  sake  of  the  object  which  the  hon. 
Member  for  Finsbury  wished  to  accom- 
plish, it  would  be  most  politic  for  him  not 
to  press  his  motion  to  a  division ;  for  the 
French  people,  though  chivalrous  and  ge- 
nerous, were  sensible  of  the  value  of  high 
character,  and  though  they  might  be 
swayed  by  the  expression  of  the  opinions  of 
a  free  assembly  in  a  friendly  country,  yet 
if  that  assembly  went  further,  and  arro- 
gated to  itself  a  right  of  interference,  it  was 
much  to  be  apprehended  that  their  pride 
would  be  roused,  and  an  effect  proouced 
the  very  reverse  of  that  which  the  hon. 
Member  intended.  He,  therefore,  begged 
the  hon.  Member  to  content  himself  with 
having  elicited  sentiments  from  both  sides 
of  the  House  in  concurrence  with  those 
whidi  did  him  so  much  honour.  He 
begged  him  to  allow  the  matter  to  rest 
where  it  then  was,  and  as  the  battle  was 
now  over,  and  as  the  constitutional  mo. 
narchy  of  France  was  now  established  be- 
yond any  possibility  of  shaking  it,  and  as 
the  objects  for  which  it  was  established 
were  now  in  progress  to  their  accomplish- 
ment, he  implored  the  hon.  Gentleman  to 
share  the  confident  hope  which  he  himself 
entertained,  that  the  same  generous  feel- 
ings which  induced  him  to  make  this  mo- 
tion would  spontaneously  animate  the 
Frendi  people  at  large,  and  that  their  own 
innate  generosity  would  lead  them  of  their 
own  accord  to  the  very  same  results  which 
his  hon.  Friend  wished  to  accomplish. 

Mr.  Randall  Flunkci  believed,  that  the 
severity  of  the  sentence  passed  on  the  un- 
furtunate  prisoners  at  Ham  had  been  car- 
ried into  effect  in  consequence  of  the 
cruelty  of  that  nation  of  which  he  did  not 


think  so  highly  as  some 
The  crime  was  not  so  madi    that  of  t& 
Ministers  as  that  of  the  mtMaaurch,  and  ^u> 
was  not  the  first  case  of  this  oatAxe  wir:.-^ 
individuals  had  been  punishetl,  ar  eves  7>u'. 
fered  death,  and  the  chief  party   bad  g  > 
free  in  consequence  of  its    bexa^  tbou.i 
that    a    monarch    was    ooljr     respon5iLc. 
through  his  Ministers.     Tfaes«  ^iraa  a  vcr. 
remarkable  case  of  this  kind  io  tJie  faist'Ty 
of  this  country. 

Mr.  Cuilar  Fergusson  was  gatfrigfied  ti^ 
the  adoption  of  the  motion  woaM  not  ter: 
to  promote  the  object  which  tfa«  Iboh.  Gen- 
tleman and  the  majority  of  the  House  >>* 
in  view.     He  wished,  however,    to   observi 
that  he  could  not  agree  in  what  liad  be^ 
observed   by  the    hon.  Member     far    i^L 
Alban's  (Mr.  Ward)  that  the  guilt  of  thrr< 
persons  had  not  been  sufficiently  poni^iiCii 
He,  however,  entirely  concurred  in  tlie  ex- 
pressions of   sympathy  which    IumI     bcei 
uttered  for  those  unfortunate  persons,  ax  J 
he  was  sure  that  if  they  were  allowed  their 
liberty,  that  it  would  excite  the  sympathies 
of  Europe  in  favour  of  the  Ring  of  tlht 
French,  and  do  much  to  establish  his  &*- 
vernment  in  the  feelings  of  those  persons 
who  had  previously  been  opposed  to  it. 

Mr.  Ward  did  not  say,  that  Priooe  Po- 
lignac  and  his  oolleagoes  had  not  heen  suf- 
ficiently punished,  but  that  their  crime 
was  against  the  French  nation,  and  tbtT 
had  been  sentenced  to  death,  and  that  their 
present  punishment  was  a  conunutation  oi 
their  former  sentence. 

Lord  John  Russell^  though  he  aympa- 
thised  deeply  with  the  individuals  in  ques- 
tion, and  earnestly  wished  to  be  of  service 
to  them,  he  should  have  felt  quite  satisfied 
to  let  the  House  go  to  a  vote  on  this  mo- 
tion, on  the  ground  stated  by  his  noble 
Friend,  the  Secretary  for  Foreign  Affairs. 
Bat  his  motive  for  rising  at  present  was  to 
make  one  or  two  observations,  in  addition 
to  the  statement  of  his  strong  convictioo 
that  it  was  impossible  for  ns  to  interfere 
with   propriety  io  the  internal  afiairs  of 
another  nation.    Before  making  those  ob- 
servations, however,   he  woold  say,  that 
he   trusted    the  Government   of  France 
would  consider  this  question  in  the  nuuiner 
in  which  his  hon.  Friend,  the  Member  for 
Finsbury  desired,  and  in  which  the  Hoose 
appeared  to  coincide  with   him.      Bein^ 
contented  with  the  statement  of  his  nobie 
Friend,  he  should  not  have  risen  to  say  a 
single  word,  had  not  the  hon.  Member 
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tions  against  the  French  nation,  which 
Mrere    used  very  inappropriately  on   this 
subject,  and  which  he  had  some  reasons 
for  knowing  were  quite  unfounded.    **  It 
liappened  to  me,"  said  the  noble  Lord, 
*^  to  be  in  Paris  soon  af\er  the  Revolution 
of  1 830,  when  the  popular  opinion  was — 
and  it  was  very  natural  that  it  should  be 
so,  after  a  revolution  which  had  cost  so 
much  blood  and  so  many  lives — that  the 
Ministers  of  Charles  10th  would  expiate 
their  offences  by  forfeiting  their  lives  on 
the  scaffold.    It  happened  to  me  to  be 
asked  by  some  persons  very  nearly  con- 
nected with  Prince  Polignac  and  his  fa- 
mily,  to  ascertain  what  was  likely  to  be 
the  issue  of  his  trial.     Certainly  I  could 
not  pretend,  certainly  I  did  not  pretend, 
to  have  any  such  influence  with  the  per- 
sons with  whom  I  was  then  acquainted  in 
Paris,  as  to  hope  to  alter  any  opinion  of 
theirs ;    but  I  had  sufficient  acquaintance 
with  the  Ministers  and   Court  of  Louis 
Philippe,  and  others  who  had  influence  in 
France,  to  ascertain  from  them  the  nature 
of  their  opinions.     I  did  ascertain  from 
them,  for  the  satisfaction  of  Prince  Po- 
lignac and  his  friends,  that  the  enlighten- 
ed  sovereign  who  now  reigns  over    the 
French  nation,  and  the'Ministers  who  were 
then  his  advisers,  contemplated  with  horror 
the  infliction  of  any  capital  punishment 
upon  those  Ministers,  and  that  any  influence 
which  they  could  use  would  be  directed  to 
prevent  the  Chamber  of  Peers,  and  those 
engaged  in  the  trial,  from  coming  to  a 
decision   by  which  their  lives  would  be 
placed  in  jeopardy.   I  took  care  to  convey 
that  information  as  soon  as  possible  to 
those  who  were  anxiously  awaiting   the 
result  of  any  facts  which  had  come  to  my 
knowledge^   But  it  was  stated  to  me,  that 
even  if  the  case  were  as  I  had  been  in- 
formed, and  even  if  the  Ministers  and  the 
Chamber  of  Peers  should  decide  that  the 
lives  of  these  unfortunate  men  should  not 
be  forfeited,  and  that  they  were  not  to  un- 
dergo capital  punishment,  there  might  be 
a  popular  insurrection, — that  the  National 
Guards   might    be    forced,    or    perhaps 
might  allow  themselves  to  be  forced,  and 
that  in  being  conveyed  to  the  Chamber  of 
Peers,  or  in  being  taken  from  it,  those 
individuals,  who  on  their  trial  were  de- 
clared free  from  all  danger  as  to  their 
lives,  might  be  sacrificed  to  the  vengeance 
and  fury  of  a  sanguinary  mob.   It  was  my 
fortune  to  be  intimately  acquainted,  and  I 

fij  it  with  pride  and  |;ratificatiQO|  with 


General  Lafayette,  then  in  command  of 
the  National  Guard  of  Paris.  I  wrote  to 
him,  and  asked  him  for  an  interview  on  a 
subject  of  great  importance.  He  did  me 
the  honour  to  come  and  visit  me,  in  order 
to  hear  the  questions  on  which  I  wished  to 
ascertain  his  opinions,  and  I  then  told  him 
of  the  dangers  which  were  apprehended 
for  the  lives  of  the  Ministers  then  upon 
their  trial.  He  stated  immediately  his 
opinion — his  decided  opinion;  and  he 
asked  me,  as  an  Englishman,  whether  I  did 
not  think  that  the  opinions  of  Englishmen 
in  former  times  would  have  coincided  with 
his  own,— -namely,  whether  the  ofifence 
which  those  Ministers  had  committed  was 
not  an  offence  punishable  with  death? 
He  went  on,  however,  to  state,  that  as  a 
question  of  humanity,  he  never  would 
promote,  or  be  a  party  consenting  to  pro- 
mote, the  infliction  of  that  punishment  on 
those  Ministers ;  and  when  I  put  to  him 
this  question — "  Is  there  not  danger  lest 
the  National  Guard  should  be  forced,  and 
violence  be  committed  on  these  prisoners?" 
he  answered  me,  with  great  emotion,  "  No, 
that  must  not,  that  shall  not  be.''  That 
was  the  answer  given  me  by  General  La- 
fayette, a  brave  and  honest  man,  a  re- 
publican, it  may  be,  in  opinion,  but  still  a 
sincere  and  humane  man ;  and  I  now  ask 
the  hon.  Member  for  Drogheda,  such 
having  been  the  concurrent  opinions  of  the 
Ministers  of  Louis  Philippe,  of  his  Court, 
of  the  Chamber  of  Peers,  and  of  the  Com- 
mander of  the  National  Guard,  all  borne 
out  by  their  subsequent  conduct — I  ask 
him,  I  say,  whether,  after  the  provocation 
to  the  Revolution  of  1830,  any  imputation 
of  cruelty  can  justly  rest  on  the  nation,  of 
which  the  King  who  now  reigns,  and  of 
which  General  Lafayette,  who  is  now  un- 
fortunately no  more,  were  the  most  dis- 
tinguished ornaments?  The  noble  Lord 
then  proceeded  to  observe,  that  he  had 
thought  it  right  to  say  thus  much  on  these 
facts,  because  they  came  within  his  own 
personal  knowledge ;  and  having  said  thus 
much,  he  would  now  repeat,  that  he  could 
not  agree  with  the  motion  for  the  reasons 
stated  by  his  'noble  Friend.  If  he  had 
thought  it  right  to  agree  to  motions  of  this 
kind,  there  were  other  occasions  on  which 
he  should  have  supported  them  in  behalf 
of  persons  who  had  been  condemned  to 
suffer,  he  would  not  say  whether  justly  or 
unjustly,  and  had  suffered  most  grievons 
punishments,  not  for  being  parties  to  the 
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liberty t  but  because  they  had  been  too 
sincere  and  ardent  advocates  of  liberty. 
He  alluded  to  the  cases  of  Count  Gon- 
fttlonieri  and  Silvio  Pellico»  with  whose 
narrative  all  the  Housci  he  believed,  were 
now  acquainted.  He^  however,  considered 
it  to  be  the  sacred  duty  of  that  House  to 
abstain  from  interference  in  such  cases, 
and  he  had,  therefore,  neither  propounded 
nor  supported  such  motions.  He  thought 
that  foreign  Governments  were  the  best 
judges  of  what  ought  to  be  done  in  such 
cases.  The  Austrian  Government  had 
thought  it  necessary  to  take  such  and 
such  measures  for  the  protection  of  its  do- 
minions in  Italy,  and  since  that  time  it 
had  deemed  it  necessary  to  extend  mercy 
to  the  individuals  whom  it  had  formerly 
punished*  He  was  sorry  for  the  severity: 
he  rejoiced  in  the  mercy  which  had  been 
displayed  towards  those  individuals.  Like 
his  hon.  Friend,  the  Member  for  the  Uni- 
versity of  Oxford,  he  should  be  sorry  to 
interfere  in  the  internal  affairs  of  a  foreign 
Government.  He  could  not,  therefore, 
support  the  motion  for  an  address ;  and  if 
he  were  compelled  to  vote  against  it,  he 
hoped  that  the  House  would  give  him 
credit  for  a  full  participation  in  those 
generous  sentiments  which  had  led  the 
hon.  Member  for  Fiosbury  to  bring  it  for- 
ward. 

Sir  Edward  Codriftglon  must  also  dis- 
approve the  imputation  of  cruelty  cast  upon 
tne  French  nation  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Drugheda.  He  had  been  in  Paris  imme- 
diately after  the  revolution  in  1830^  and 
could  confirm  the  statement  of  the  noble 
Secretary  for  the  Home  Department. 

Mr*  Gfwe  Price  observed,  that  this  de- 
bate had  been  as  creditable  to  the  House 
«i8  its  warmest  friends  could  wish,  for  it 
proved,  that  when  a  question  of  humanity 
was  brought  forward,  there  was  no  dif- 
ference of  opinion  among  Englishmen  of 
all  partieSi  but  all  were  ready  to  support 
it.  The  House  and  the  country  owed  a 
doep  debt  of  gratitude  to  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber ^  Finsbury  for  bringing  this  motion 
fi»rward,  and  whatever  might  be  the  fate 
of  it,  the  hon.  Member  ought  and  would 
fee)  happy  in  having  brought  it  forward. 

Mr.  Arlkmr  Trevor  said^  that  although 
it  would  not  be  expedient  to  press  this 
question  to  m  division,  and  although  it  was 
not  consistent  with  the  policy  of  his  Ma- 
jesty's Government  to  accede  to  it,  there 
oould  be  no  doubt  its  object,  and  the  man. 
nor  IB  wlucfa  it  bad  boea  brought  forwaid. 
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were  equally  credita^ble    to   the  h^^n.  M 
ber  for  Finsbury,  and    he  vras  ikoi  vub 
a  hope  that  the  u na a  i mans  exprt^^l3L 
opinion  which  had  taken  plaoe  on  tbe  ^. 
ject  would  not  he  witlicHit  the  hap{iieit' 
fects  in  France. 

Mr.  Pouiier  differed  from  the  noble  L' 
the  Secretary  for  Foreign  Affairs,  aoil  f- 
the  hon.  Members  who  Had  sided  with  i 
in   opinion,  as  regarded    the  proprie*;.  • 
the  interference  of  that  FJouse  in  a  ro^tv 
of  this  kind.     It  appeared    to   him  t'-. 
there  were  some  circumstances  of  a  |>£^v- 
liar  nature  in  the  present    case  %vhicli  t  • 
it  out  of  the  operation  of  the   rule  wh* 
had  been  laid  down.     The    feict   was,  if. 
although  there  was  a  very  general  feci:; 
throu^out  France,  among'    all   classei 
the  population,  that  the  priscMieiiB  at  Hi^ 
had  already  received  a  aegree  of  puniv- 
ment  adequate  to  the  satisraction  or  pui'l 
justice^  yet  that  the  Ministry  of  the  ^ 
were  so  situated  with  respect  to  part/  sk 
to  public  opinion,  that  tney  would  not  3C* 
on  their  '  conviction,  because   of  tlieir  fer 
that  their  conduct  would  be  cottatrued  ict^ 
an  approval  of  the  course  of  proceeding  ftr 
which  the  prisoners  had  been  eenttnced  u 
the  punishment.     And  when   it  was  c^m- 
sidered  that  there  was  no  assembly^  on  th« 
face  of  the  earth  which  stood  90  hi^  'o 
the  estimation  of  the  French  people  as  tk 
British  House  of  Commona — above  all/  ^^ 
aasembly  in  which  it  was  known  there  was 
a  greater  repugnance  to,  and  dislike  of, 
sucn  principles  as  those  which  had  actuatt.'ii 
these  unfortunate  prisoners,  those  acts  for 
which  he  (Mr.  Poulter)   was  bound  to  sir 
they    had    been    justly   ooodemned,    be 
thought  that,  in  these  circumstances,  tbfre 
would  be  found  grounds  for  interfereace, 
which  in  other  cases,  perhaps,  might  not 
exist.     Even  admitting  ail  the  ptimdjack 
objections  to  that  course  whidi  had  been 
urged    by  preceding  tpeakera*    he    (Mr. 
Poulter)  thought  theae  circumataocef  ^ 
forded  sufficient  and  osteosibie  reasons  for 
making  some  demonstration  on  behalf  ^ 
these  unhapfiy  nersons,  especially  when  it 
was  remembmd,  that  if  audi  a  step  vete 
not  taken  by  our  Govemmcst  no  others 
vemment  would  takeit«  and  IVincePcrfigOB^ 
and  his  companiooa  would  nMst  likely'  ^ 
oon6ned  for  the  remainder  of  their  Iit". 
He  believed  good  effect  would  be  produced 
by  the  friendly  interposiiion  of  tke  Siftt- 
reign  of  this  country,  uodertiken  at  tk 
instigation  of  this  House ;  be,  thcrefoit^ 
hoped  his  hon.  Friend,  the  Member  fat 
Fiushvrjf  would  press  Ua  motuB  toi  ji" 
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vi&ion,    and  he  should  feci  it  his  duty  to 
support  him. 

Or.    Lushingion  did  not  intend  to  have 
spoken    but  for   the   speech  of  the   hon. 
JM  ember  for  Shaftesbury,  from  every  part 
of  which   he  entirely  dissented.     He  was 
certainly  of  opinion  that  if  there  was  one 
mode  by  which  more  surely  than  by  ano- 
ther the  object  they  had  in  view  would  be 
defeated,  it  was  that  proposed  by  the  hon. 
Member.     The  interference  of  that  House 
would  be  calculated  especially  to  excite  the 
jealousy  of  a  nation  like  the  French ;  it 
would  be  an  unjustifiable  interference  with 
tbciu  on  points  which^  according  to  the  law 
of  nations^  belonged  exclusively  to  the  so- 
vereign   power   to   decide  and  determine. 
Were  this  motion  acceded  to,  there  would 
be  no  end  to  the  occasions  on  which  this 
House  would  be  called  upon  to  say  to  a 
foreign  government,  in  respect  of  any  po- 
litical offenders^  "  We»  the  British  nation, 
think  you  have  punished  these  individuals 
long  enough^  and  we,  therefore,  call  upon 
you  to  exercise  that  clemency,  which,  if  it 
is  to  be  exercised  at  all,  ought  to  be  exer- 
cised from  the  sovereign  power  alone."  He 
could  not  say  that  he  thought  the  motion 
would  be  productive  of  any  good,  or  that 
it  would  tend,  in  the  slightest  degree,  to 
accelerate  the  release  of  these  unfortunate 
persons ;  on  the  contrary,  he  thought  this 
was  of  all  others  the  very  period  when  the 
French    Government  would   be  afraid  to 
exercise  their  own  discretion  and  free  will, 
because  of  this  interference  on  the  part  of 
the  British  nation.      He  could  not  help 
concurring  in    what   fell   from  the  noble 
Lord,  the  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs*    What  would  be  the  feeling  ex- 
cited in  that  House  by  an  attempt,  on  the 
part  of  a  foreign  government,  to  interfere 
tD  the  administration  of  justice  in    this 
country?     He  (Dr.  Lushington)  for  one 
would  say,  that  such  an  interference  sliould 
never  for  one  moment  influence  his  mind. 
Having  said  this,  however,  on  the  subject 
of  the  form  of  the  motion,  he  felt  it  due 
to  himself  to  say,  that  no  person  could  feel 
more  strongly  than  he  did  for  the  situation 
of  the  prisoners*     He  had  throughout  his 
life  been  attached  to  the  principle  of  ren. 
deriug  punishment  certain,  but  not  severe, 
as  the  only  sure  mode  of  rendering  it  eifi-« 
cacious  everywhere.     He   hoped  the  de-* 
claration  he  was  about  to  make  would  not 
be  considered  inconsistent  with  this  line  of 
conduct.    He  would  acknowledge  that  he 
was  not  prepared  to  create  this  precedent 
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sacrifice  to  their  endeavours  to  introduce 
despotism  into  a  foreign  country,  when 
that  House  had  never  miidc  a  similar  at- 
tempt in  favour  of  the  hundreds  who  had 
worn  away  their  lives  in  captivity,  and  lin- 
gered out  their  days  in  miserable  imprison- 
ment, because  they  were  too  much  attached 
to  the  cause  of  liberty,  and  too  desirous  to 
confer  upon  their  native  land  the  blessings 
which  free  countries  enjoyed.  He  would 
tell  the  hon.  Member  for  Droghcda  that 
there  never  was  a  case  in  which  the  impu- 
tation of  cruelty  was  more  unfounded^  than 
against  the  French  nation  in  this  instance : 
wlien,  by  the  acts  of  these  individuals, 
however  conscientious,  the  whole  country 
was  in  a  state  of  fearful  agitation  *  and  the 
wives  and  children  of  the  slain  were  crying 
for  vengeance.  He  (Dr.  Lushington)  would 
confidently  affirm,  that  there  never  was  an 
instance  of  a  nation  similarly  circum*- 
stanced,  displaying  such  moderation*  He 
would  ask,  what  would  hare  been  the  sen- 
tence of  that  House  if  Gentlemen  sitting 
on  that  (the  Ministerial)  bench  had  bo 
sought  to  overturn  the  constitution  of 
Great  Britain,  as  Prince  Polignac  and  his 
associates  had  that  of  France  ?  He  need 
only  refer  the  House  to  English  history, 
and  to  the  Acts  of  Attainder  passed  in  the 
reign  of  William  III.,  for  a  reply.  He 
(Dr.  Lushington)  could  expect  no  benefit 
from  this  motion :  he  hoped  it  would  be 
productive  of  no  eviL  So  far  as  his  voice 
could  reach,  he  prayed  that  this  sentiment 
might  reach  France : — We  trust  in  the  ho- 
nour and  mercy  of  the  French  Govern* 
ment  in  our  commiseration  for  the  sufiTiT- 
ings  of  these  unfortunate  individuals — we 
place  trust  in  them.  The  British  nation 
abjures,  and  never  will  attempt  to  iuter- 
fere  in  the  execution  of  their  justice. 

Mr.  William  Roche  a^ed  with  the  hon. 
Member  for  Finsbury  m  so  much  of  his 
object  aa  reaarded  toe  humanity  mixed  up 
in  the  question,  but  as  regarded  the  form  of 
the  motion  he  felt  himself  bound  to  side  with 
the  hon.  Member's  opponents.  He  thousht 
that  a  direct  interference  would  be  highly 
impolitic  on  the  part  of  that  House :  but 
that,  on  the  other  hand,  the  universal  and 
unanimous  expression  of  feeling  which  the 
subject  had  called  forth  on  this  occasion 
would  prove  most  beneficial  to  the  pri- 
soners. 

Mr.  Thcmas  Duncombe  said^  that,  not 
merely  in  deference  to  the  opinions  which 
had  been  given,  but  also  from  a  regard  to 
the  interests  of  the  individuals  whose  cause 
be  had  endeavoured  to  support,  he  abouI4 
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beg  kftve  to  withdraw  Bis  motion.     He 
could  not  do  so,  however,  without  express- 
ing  his  gratitude  for  the  sympathy  in  the 
object  of  the  motion  which  had  been  shown 
from  all  parts  of  the  House*    He  sincerely  ' 
hoped  the  sentiments  which  had  been  ex.  ' 
pressed  by  his  Majesty's  Ministers,  and 
that  House  in  general,  would  be  received 
elsewhere  in  the  spirit  in  which  they  were  . 
intended.  I 

Motion  withdrawn. 

Municipal     Corporations    (Ire-  i 
land)   Bill.]     Lord   John  RusscU :    I 
wish  to  take  this  opportunity  of  calling  ihe 
attention  of  the  House  toa  matter  connect- 
ed with  the  progress  of  business.  A  debate  j 
is  to   take  place  to-morrow  on  the  Irish  I 
Church  Bill,  which  I  understand,  according 
to  the  general   impression  of  the  House, 
will  last  beyond  one  night.     In  that  event, 
I  shall  not  propose  the  consideration  of  the 
Municipal  Corporation  Act   Amendment  j 
Bill  on  Thursday.     I  shall  not  be  able  to 
do  so  either  on  Friday  or  Monday  next, 
and  shall  therefore  beg  to  postpone  it  for 
a  week.     On  Friday  my  right  hon.  Friend, 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  will,  in 
pursuanceof  his  notice,  propose  the  question 
of  the  stamp-duties ;  and  on   Monday  I 
mean  to  bring  forward  the  question  of  the 
registration  of  marriages. 

Mr.O'^rt^  begged  to  put  it  to  the  noble 
Lordy  whether  it  was  consistent  with  a 
proper  respect  for  the  feelings  of  the 
people  of  Ireland,  that  so  important  a 
question  as  that  to  which  he  alluded  should 
be  postponed. 

Mr  .Hume :  If  there  be  any  one  question 
which  deeply  affects  the  British  public,  it 
is  what  shall  be  the  fate  of  the  measure 
for  reforming  the  Irish  corporations.  I 
therefore  conjure  the  noble  Lord,  so  far 
from  postponing  it,  to  postpone,  in  prefer- 
euce,  even  the  Stamp-duties  Bill — any 
measure  is  inferior  in  importance  to  one 
which  affects  the  whole  of  the  Irish  people. 
The  question  is  really  this,  whether  the 
House  having  to  decide  on  a  point  of  just- 
ice to  Ireland,  shall  postpone  the  consider- 
ation of  such  a  subject  for  a  week. 

Subject  dropped, 

Mbdicai.  Charities  (Ireland). 3 
Mr.  William  Smith  OBrien  moved  for 
leave  to  bring  in  a  Bill  for  the  better  regu- 
lation of  Medical  Charities,  supported  by 
vounty  Ksa^asmeuts  in   Ireland.    Under 


the  present  system  tbe  ^^reatest  ixie^  - 
prevailed  in  the  assessments  for  this  pi. 
pose,  and  when  the  money  was  yior.- 
tbere  were   not   those    regulations  ^\ 
ought  to  exist,  in  order  to   prevent  ali> 
and  to  make  these  Charities  as  beih:: . 
to  the  community  as   they  ooold  po^^  < 
be.     The  hon.  Member  then  entered  i  * 
some  details  to  show  the  gross  unfsun- 
and   inequality  of  the    present  system 
assessments  for  these  Charities  in  Ik.^ 
and  stated  the  oUigations  he  ftJt  h\?^^ 
under  to  Dr.  Freeman    for   his   Iab>r'. 
exposition  of  the  state  of  that  oounti} : 
this  respect.     He  then    proceeded  ton- 
plain  the  nature  of  the    provisions  of  ii 
Bill.     With  regard  to  Dispensaries,  the 
were,  it  was  tnie^  a  great  number  in  I> 
land,  but  they  were  very   unequally  iin 
tributedf  some  districts  having"  too  miz- 
others  too  few,  in  many  the   medical  lk. 
were  not  sufficiently  qualified  ;    in  aln;  ^' 
all,  abuses  of  various  kinds  existed.    H- 
proposed  that  there  should  he  in  futun  - 
Dispensary  for  every  district   coDtaims^ 
from  ten  to  15,000  inhabitants.     That  l 
medical  attendants    should    be    admittt*! 
into  them   but  those  whose   oompeteoft 
should  have  been  previously  attested  by  1 
Board,   that  the  Dispensaries  should  /«: 
supported  by  a  district  rate,   to  be  levioii. 
two-thirds  on  the  landlord,  and  the  ri- 
maining  one-third  on  the  tenants,  and  tha! 
they  should  be  superintended  and  manairett 
by  persons  representing  the  great  both  <^ 
the  rate-payers.     With  regard  to  Infirma- 
ries, the  same  general  principles  were  to 
be  acted   upon,   as  also  with   respect  to 
Hospitals;    the  whole  were  to  be  undor 
the  superintendence  of  a  Central  BourJ  in 
Dublin,  which  was  to  be  assisted  by  io- 
spectors,  whose  duty  it  would  be  to  make 
tours   through  their  respective  districts, 
ascertaining  whether  abuses  existed,  if  ^^n 
reporting    them    to    the  Central  Bwni. 
together  with    any  improvements  vhk'^i 
might  be  suggested  to  them  in  the  manage- 
ment of  the  Charities.    These  were  the 
main  provisions  of  his  Bill,  and  he  only 
hoped  that  the  House  would  allow  him  to 
bring  it  in,   that  it  might  afford  some 
assistance,  at  least,  to  Government  or  some 
Member  more  able  than  himself  to  nndci' 
take  the  task^  in  framing  a  more  perfect 
measure. 

'  Mr.  fVtfse  said,  he  felt  deeply  the  ne- 
cessity for  some  such  Bill  as  the  preseat. 
The  Medical  Charities  in  Ireland  were  in 
a  most  anomalous  condition.     The  first 

busiu^  of  tbe  I^egidftture  wm  to  omii^ 
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date  tliem>  by  providing  such  macliioery  as 

wrould   bring  them  all  under  some  central 

coTitirol,  and,  at  the  same  time,  furnish  a 

c^oodl    system  for  their  support  by  local 

taication,  united  with  local  inspection.   He 

(jMr.  "Wise)  as  the  House  was  aware,  had 

already  advocated  the  establishment  of  a 

Central  Board  of  Public  Works,  and  one 

for    Education,  he    therefore  hailed  with 

pleasure  a  scheme  for  the  establishment  of 

a  Central  Board  of  Charities.     He  should 

be  happy  to  render  any  assistance  in  his 

power  to  the  hon.  Member  for  Limerick 

(Mr.  O'Brien)  in  presenting  this  Bill  to 

the  House. 

Viscount  Morpeth  said,  the  Government 
would  be  happy  to  avail  itself  of  anv  hints 
which  might  be  contained  in  the  Bill  pro^ 
posed  by  his  hon.  Friend  for  the  regulation 
of  Medical  Charities  in  Ireland.  He  should 
therefore  offer  no  opposition  to  its  being 
hrought  in  ;  at  the  same  time  not  pledg- 
ing himself  that  he  would  not  present  to 
the  House  a  rival  measure,  which  he  had 
for  some  time  been  contemplating.     He 
could  not  sit  down  without  »ating^  that 
whoever  should  have  to  investigate  this 
subject  would  owe  a  debt  of  gratitude  to 
Dr.  Freeman. 
Leave  given* 

Ships*  Reports.]     Mr.  HuH  rose  to 
move  for  a  Return  of  the  number  of  Ships* 
Reports  that  required  amendment  during 
the  two  years  ending  5th  January,  1836, 
the  date  of  each  ship's  arrival^  and  the  date 
at  which  the  amended  Report  was  com- 
pleted ;  stating  the  nature  of  the  error  in 
each  case.     He  felt  it  to  be  his  duty,  while 
representing  a  large  commercial  constitu- 
ency, to  direct  the  attention  of  the  Go- 
vernmeDt  and  the  House  to  some  great 
e?ils  which   the  present  Custom   House 
system  presented.     He  had  had  occasion 
to  see  a  great  deal  of  public  offices  ;  but 
there  was  not  one  which  caused  greater 
inconreniences  to  those  who  had  to  do  with 
it,  than  the  Custom  House.     In  a  country 
which  drew  20,000,000/.  from  her  imports, 
this  could  not  but  be  productive  of  very 
great  injury  to  her  commerce ;  and  unless 
a  wiser  system  were  pursued,  that  injury 
would  b^me  incalculable.    The  evil  to 
which  he  now  particularly  adverted  was 
this.    **'  A  ship  comes  into  one  of  the  out- 
ports.    A  slight  discrepancy  is  discovered 
between  the  cargo,  the  discharges,  and  the 
bill  of  lading  in  the  Custom  House.  What 
takes  placed      A  Report  is  sent  to  the 
Commissioners  in  London  ;  the  ship  is  de« 


tained,  perhaps,  for  two  or  three  days,  aod 
then  an  answer  comes  down,  tellmg  the 
Collector  of  the  Customs  at  that  port,  that 
the  discrepancy  is  immaterJHl,  ana  that  the 
ship  may  depart."  It  was  easy  to  see  what 
immense  injury  the  commerce  of  the  coun- 
try must  sustain  from  such  a  state  of  things. 
What  he  (Mr.  Hutt)  desired  was,  that  the 
power  of  the  Commissioners  of  Customs 
should  be  more  localized^  or  that  the  Col- 
lectors of  the  Customs  should  be  enabled 
when  satisfied  that  the  discrepancy  was  the 
result  of  mere  oversight,  and  not  intended 
to  defraud  the  revenue,  to  discharge  the 
ship  without  subjecting  her  to  this  delay. 

Mr.  Francis  Baring  said,  he  should 
offer  no  opposition  to  the  Return.  At  the 
same  time  tie  must  observe,  that  while  the 
law  remained  as  it  did,  the  Commissioners 
of  Customs  had  a  duty  to  perform  for 
which  they  oould  not  be  blamed. 

Mr.  Ewart  said,  he  could  bear  out  what 
had  been  stated  by  his  hon.  Friend,  the 
Member  for  Hull,  that  great  evils  arose 
from  the  want  of  localization  in  the  power 
of  the  Commissioners  of  Customs;  and  he 
hoped  some  remedy  would  be  applied. 

Mr.  Hume  observed,  that  what  had 
fallen  from  the  hon.  Secretary  (Mr.  Baring) 
proved  the  necessity  of  an  alteration  in  the 
existing  system.  At  all  events,  he  thought 
it  was  a  fit  subject  for  inquiry. 

Mr.  Robinson  bore  testimony  to  the 
general  disposition  on  the  part  of  all  public 
officers  connected  with  the  collection  of  the 
revenue,  to  afford  every  convenience  in 
their  power.  At  the  same  time  he  must 
say,  be  fully  agreed  in  what  had  been 
stated  by  the  hon.  Member  who  made  this 
motion,  as  to  the  mat  injury  sustained 
by  commerce  from  the  delay  occasioned  by 
the  most  trifling  amendment  required  in 
Ships*  Reports.  He  imputed  no  blame  to 
any  one  ;  he  hoped,  however,  the  subject 
would  gain  the  attention  of  Government. 

Return  granted. 

Military  and  Naval  Promotion.] 
Mr.  Bannerman :  In  accordance  with  the 
notice  which  I  have  given,  I  rise  to  call 
the  attention  of  the  House  to  the  situation 
in  which  many  officers  of  various  ranks  are 
now  placed,  belonging  both  to  his  Majesty's 
land  and  sea  forces,  whose  length  of  service 
seems  to  entitle  them  to  the  coDsideration 
of  Parliament  and  the  country.  Sir,  it  49 
not  my  intention  to  occupy  the  time  of  the 
House  by  bringing  under  its  consideration 
the  cases  of  individual  hardship,  which 
many  most  deserving  officers  in  both  ser- 
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iriceA  h&fe  to  compUii  of.  With  the  lU 
mitod  iiifurmatioo  vbicb  I  poMCie,  I  should 
not  b«  juctified  in  adopting  iuch  a  coiiree 
on  ibo  pfMeofc  occaaioo ;  for  I  think  I 
ihould  fail  in  dut^  to  a  body  of  men  who 
noTor  faiiad  in  thoira,  were  I  to  notice  such 
CAMW  only  aa  accidental  drcumatances  hare 
made  me  familiarly  acquainted  with,  and 
pasa  by  many  othera  which,  I  hare  no  doubt, 
are  equally  deaerring  of  attention  and  coo- 
aidcration.  Sir,  the  object  which  I  have 
in  view  i«  promotion  or  aome  other  equivH. 
lent  to  the  older  oAoera  of  varioua  ranks 
in  both  tervicea.  I  have  no  wish  to  dis- 
guiie  that  object ;  but  before  I  allude  to 
the  claims  of  those  oHicert,  I  will  allude 
f<ir  one  moment  to  the  notion  which  I  find 
prevails  among  some  hon.  Gentlemen,  tbat 
I  bring  forward  this  subject  with  the  aa-* 
sent  of  the  Government.  Sir,  neither  di- 
rertiv*  nor  indirectly  have  IJieldany  com. 
munioation  on  thia  subject  with  any  Mem- 
lier  of  hia  Majesty's  Government  The 
House,  iherafors,  need  not  be  surprised  if 
I  dtspUy  not  a  little  ignorance  in  handling 
a  subject  on  which  it  has  been  supposed 
that  I  have  bt«n  so  much  enlighteosd  by 
hia  Nfigeaty  s  Ministera.  There  is  another 
topic  I  would  also  allude  to  for  one  moment. 
It  baa  been  said  that  this  is  a  matter  which 


(COMMONS)  Mm/ 

Howe,  vUeh  nighe  Itave  the  aevriibftcr 
infringing  on  the  KMBg*s  prexogatiTi,  I .' 
sure  the  House  will    listen    to    me  ft 
few  minutea*  and  alloisr  me  to anaunie  cr ^ 
possible  case,  wliich    may    very    pn^c 
take  place,  and  in  doin^  tbi s   I  hope  1  * -< 
not  give  offence  in    Any  quarter.    \^7 
Sir,  in  looking  over  tbe  last  nairy^list  1  f 
there  are  many  post     cssaptaiiin   of  thir*  ■ 
6ve  years  standing ;     eliejne  are  eighti 
them  of  that  rank  of   wnarc    tfaao  th" 
years.     I  shall  suppose    tbat   tboae  e>di  '< 
choose  to  memorialise  his  ftlajesty.    1 »  > 
suppose  that  he  is  graciously    pleased  ' 
honour  them  with  an  intervieir,  aod  to  a.- 
mit  to  the  fullest  extent    tbeiir  daiuis  ? 
his  consideration.     VVbut    A>llofi-'s?      j^k 
King  has  recognised  and    admitted  tl--:: 
claims,  he  will  surely  txeraiBB  his  prero^^^- 
tive ;    to  be  sure  he  would.      Hut,  in  t^.^ 
eiEercise  of  thai  prerogative,    bis    M8jr>'\ 
would  of  course  consult  witb    his  re^> 
aible  advisers.  I  am  only  suppoefo^  aaMc 
and  I  suppose  that  my  right   bcHi.  Fre:>^ 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Emchequer,  «ftou/t^  ic 
iq[ftpeaied  to,  and  that  hia  Majesty  shou'i 
coodeaoend  to  feel  the  pulae    of  the  ri^^y 
hon.  Gentleman,  and  inquire  tbe  amount  i/ 
the  surplus  revenue  at  his  disposal*  whiik 
is  80  keenly  contendt^d  for  by  /fastrcs^'^ 


no  individual  Member  of  Parliament  ought  I  airriculturi^ts  and  others  in    this   Hou<e 
to  bring  forward,  it  beinii  the  province  of  j  Why  my  right  hon.  Friend  would  nmltonllr 
the  Government,  and  interfering  with  the  ;  say,  there  is  a  docnment  in  tbe  library  of 
preni^tive  of  tlie  King.   Sir,  the  Govern-  I  your  Majesty's  faithful  ComiDooS:,  in  the 
ment  u  sometimes  none  the  worae  for  an  |  shape  of  a  Report  from  a  Select  Oooimiitec 
cHXSMional  hint  from  tbi«  House ;   and  as  *  which  sat  ^mie  yeaisago ;  the  Report  ooo- 
lo  the  pieiogatire  of  the  King,  I  would  he  >  dudes  in  thekkUj^ng  terms: — *^TIie  Conh 
the  last  nmn  to  drram  «if  interfering  with  '  mit*ee  beg  le«ie,  ie  o?ac}Qaoa,  to  cxpre>« 
it«     L)Ut  I  imagine  our  Graci«His  SoTefvI«ii  *  their  ani.i<MU  h'^  tius  no  additioo  to  the 
is  also  the  hi»t  perndn  in  his  douiini.ias :  number  <4  &i^  «a»<vf»  ia  the  nevTt  ^J 
who  wtmkl  not  be  too  ^H^f  ^  excrvise    wMne  tkia  t«  t*at  tl  seaeni  ilfcm'in  tie 
tha.t  prervMTAtire  by  o«4i<ing,  in  oae  w;iy    arwy.  vUI  sb  fciaaw  he  isa^,  ex^vpt   u;**'' 
tw  another,  the  leotrta  of  oerrice  of  l-ts   St^ue  r.e  r  si3v«.r  ^;i£j»ns  etf"  pobae 
oldo&t  »4fwvrss  »howtTV  nMnly  at  *.•  tiaM». 
uiictt  t«K'4r  Ck:uu;rv  ci'^  on  them.  n»  ea. 
Ci^«;tier  ci&;;x^  ar.d  c^.ntAte.  He^vi^ess  ci^the 
•  Karttk*  «^  tV  hfw'r^?.-     Mjtr.y  t^  tbes? 
«iea«  ««>ra  «<««i  vhh  aoe  m*  icirabiiy.  kai^ 

l^.^xtkiutrt,  i»ir  vu.g  >tf?n>rtb,  h(..7iir  !•«>«<  «'<c 

:V'-«   -hfv.»:i-.    iu.  ^rL-'t^     >?    •   :ri»»e  :t.L« 


tiut 


idCT.       ^U'«  w^;^  ju.-tk.  a  6f<«.m4^at 
4;::r  >i .£»:»««  la  the  fur  ii  is 

wvHw/i  W  W3i0fffwL    Isi-L.  jfca-.  I  cal-  om  the 
Sk/Ciir  Ltfc*4  w  hf^  anuti  »  nt jnraaK  ef  cl  a: 

3>.iJ  <vi*-i  ii.r:tivw  iiiic   %d-  tM  hnt^  Vntrd- 
ilit  X,*iu,Xi^z  iiC  it,iuuie»f%.     m«am»  Wriv 

ti  <>  H/tiMA.  ^  tu*u)uir  lOP'mif:   jjrnxinitt  ^ 
:•«  i«.i;  •ii*v'»/**iH-;<  <u   iwi:  vtvf  wu-rmt:  <Ka»^ 

j'l.j'*  i  .'i»:«*.u«ji:'<  4'  u'*^iiii>  r;    i  laiiiiut  4.- 
^'.^\L  :  i.  4i,tij)i.  .   iiiu    ,l.;r  flu    rfHit«"^i  * 


j»  i 


Uft'.r'iiuif    iu.'Z     .i*a. 
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'*revMl9  it  both  soniaM*  &r  imhi  VMSoitt 
han  one*    I  do  not  wonder  at  it.    But  I 

-  lo  not  tliink  it  fair  that  thai  diasatUfac* 

-  Aon  tthonld  be  laid  at  the  door  of  thit 
-:£Iouae  of  ComiBoiia.    lo   the  n^vy-lht  I 

,  .ind-— for  it  is  that  branch  of  the  service  I 
trill  first  allude  to^tbat  there  were*  as  I 
*.i«cud  before,  seveflty-eight  captains  of  up* 
K ., wards  of  thirty  years   staiuling  in  that 
Traok^mott  of  them    betweeii    siztjr  and 
y  seventy  years  of  age.    Under  the  existing 
,  J  rules  of  the  serrice,  very  tew  of  them,  I 
..  koovr*  could  be  put  on  the  eifective  list  of 
.  ^  fla^  officers.    But  surely  an  addition  to 
.   their  half-pay  would  be  but  an  act  of  jus- 
.  lice  to  those  who  have  so  long  suffered  from 
diaappointmeot;    and  no  mode  moie  bo- 
nounuole  to  the  individuals,  or  gratifying 
to   the  country,  I  thinks  can    be    sug- 
gested, than    to    grant  them    the  rank 
they    have   so   long    and    so    anxiously 
sought  for*    Supposing  they  were  all  to 
he  promoted,  the  amount,  including  the 
addition  of  pay  to  the  seventv-eight  who 
step  into  their  shoes,  and  the  seventy- 
*^      ei^ht  who  fiillow  them — making  a  positive 
pecuniary  advantage  to  234  captains — the 
advancement  to  all  would  be  a  temporary 
advance  of  20,000/.,  and  no  permanent 
*      burden  on  the  country.    No,  not  for  a 
'        couple  of  years ;  ibr  in  peace,  as  well  as 
in  war,  death  deals  silent  destruction  in 
the  navy  and  army»    In  the  navy,  for  the 
last  tliree  years,  it  has  removed  forty-three 
admirals,  vice-admirals,  and  rear-admirals, 
forty-two  captains,  forty«five  commanders, 
and  184  lieutenants,  comprehending  half- 
pay  to  the  amount  of  57^^381  17'*  6d*,  or 
a  yearly  average  of  ig,ft79L  1S«.  6d. ;  so 
that  the  House  will  perceive  a  very  paltry 
sum  altogether  is  reijuired  to  do  a  similar 
act  ofjustice,  for  length  of  service,  -to  the 
old  omcers  in  the  various  inferior  ranks  in 
the  navy,     I  find  there  are  among  them  a 
certain  class  of  commanders  denominated 
retired  commanders,  receiving  certain  pay 
under  different  acts    of  council   by  his 
Majesty,  and  a  class  of  lieutenants  receiv- 
ing similar  pay  by  the  same  authority. 
I  am  not  aware  in  what  circumstances 
these  officers  stand,  or  whether  they  are 
entitled  to  look  for  promotion.     But  the 
principle  that  I  contend  for,  and  the  object 
i  liRve  in  view,  is  reward  for  length  of  ser- 
vice to  tbe  various  ranks,  and  not  what  is 
called  a  patronage  promotion.     The  House 
will  observe  that  1  have  not  noticed  that 
distinguished  clas^  of  individuals  in  the 
navy-— the  admirals.    At  the  promotion 
which  took  place  at  the  corou;ition  in  1B30, 


!l 


the  amount  to  that  branch  of  the  eervioe 
alone  waa  dO,000^.    I  have  raaaoe  to  be* 
lieve  that  d,000/.  or  4,000i.  would  now 
suffice  to  give  satisfaction  to  those  officers. 
But  my  gallant  Friend,  the  Member  for 
Kinross,  understands  this  subject  better 
than   I  do;  and  as  ha  has  now  got  his 
cocked  bat  under  the  Admiralty  telegraph, 
I  daze  say  I  may  safely  consign  the  admi- 
rals to  his  care,  and  if  his  gallant  brethren 
shall  have  anything  to  complain  of,  I  hope 
they  will  muke  him  responsible.     I  have 
now,  as  briefly  as  I  could,  but  very  im» 
perfectly  I  am  aware,  brought  the  claims 
of  tbe  old  naval  officers  under  the  con» 
sideration  of  this  House.     That  great  disx 
satisfaction  exists  in  that  service,  there 
cannot  be  a  doubt,  and  that  similar  dis. 
satisfaction,  on  similar  grounds,  exists  in 
the  army,  t  shall  endeavour  to  prove ;  and 
to  that  important  branch  of  our  service  I 
beg  leave  now  to  direct  the  attention  of 
the   House.     Meny  of  the  remarks  with 
which  I  this  evening  prefaced  my  observa- 
tions on  the  navy,  apfdy  etpiafly  to  the 
army.    I  need  not  repeat  them,  having  the 
sameobiect  in  view,  via.,  promotion  to  the 
older  Mcers.     The  Select  Committee,  to 
which  i  have  already  alluded,  speak  of  tho 
arnoy  in  their  Report  as  follows  :•— *'  The 
Committee  cannot  close  the  military  branch 
of  their  inquiry  without  stating  the  ftu 
vourable  impression  which  they  have  de- 
rived irom  it  as  to  the  general  eoonomy 
and   management    of   the   army.      They 
would  have  been  happy  if,  in  the  perform- 
ttnce*of  the  duty  intrusted  to  them,  they 
could  haver  effected  any  greater  saving  to 
the  public  ;    but  taking   into  view  the 
peculiar  circumstances    of  our   military 
service*  as  pointed  out  in  various  parts  of 
the  evidence,  and  particularly  by  the  Duke 
of  Wellington,  in  the  memorandum  already 
reieired  to,  and  taking  also  into  view  the 
fact,  that  whilst  the  salaries  and  om<^u^ 
ments  of  most  branches  of  the  civil  cervioe 
have  considerably  increased  since   1708, 
those  of  the  superior  officers  of  the  army, 
with  few  exce|)tions,  are  the  same  as  they 
were   a  century  ago — they  hope  that  in 
the  alteration  which  they  have  recommended 
they  will  be  found  on  the  whole  to  have 
carried  the  principle  of  reduction  as  far  an 
they    could    without    detriment    to   the 
efficiency  of  the  public  service,  or  to  tiie 
just  reward  of  professional  merit."     That 
Committee  were  at  great  nnius  to  inquire 
into  the  state  of  our  military  and  naval 
appoiuUnents ;  the  putilic  is  indebted  to 
Uiem  for  many  valuable  suggestions,  and 
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their  otwermtioDs  on  ihe 
and  economy  of  the  army  axe  highly 
dttahle  to  that  brandi  of  the  serrice. 
But  admitting,  as  the  Committee  doea»  the 
increase  of  emolumentfl  to  the  dril  Ber- 
▼ants  of  the  country,  and  coupling  that 
admiMion  with  the  withering  sentence 
which  concludes  their  Report,  I  again  ap- 
peal to  the  hon.  Members  of  that  Com- 
mittee, whether  circumstances  hare  not 
DOW  materially  altered— I  appeal  to  them, 
and  I  appeal  to  this  House,  who  voted 
twenty  millions  for  the  West  India  slave 
proprietors,  and  I  ask  whether  a  little  more 
than  as  many  thousand  pounds  can  for  one 
moment  weigh  with  any  hon.  Member  in 
doing  only  a  bare  act  of  justice  to  the 
officers  of  the  army  ?  I  ask,  whether  it  be 
right  that  a  lieutenant-colonel  in  the  British 
service,  who  fought  at  Waterloo,  should  still 
be  a  lieutenant-colonel,  while  he  who  fought 
in  the  same  battle,  in  the  same  rank ;  in  the 
Prnssian  service,  has  now  attained  nearly 
the  highest  rank  in  his  profession  ?  Hav- 
ing made  that  comparison  between  the 
British  and  Prussian  service,  I  shall  abstain 
from  making  invidious  comparisons  between 
any  of  the  different  brunches  of  his  Ma- 
jesty's forces.  But  I  think  I  am  bound  to 
prove  to  the  House,  and  I  wish  to  prove  it 
to  the  country,  that  well-grounded  dis- 
satisfaction exists  in  almost  every  depart- 
ment of  the  service.  I  think  that  the 
grievances  which  generate  that  dissatisfac- 
tion ought  to  be  redressed,  and  I  am 
anxious  that  those  gallant  Officers  should 
not  suppose  that  there  is  any  unwillingness 
on  the  part  of  this  House  to  do  them 
justice.  In  confirmation  of  the  dissatisfac- 
tion to  which  I  have  alluded,  prevailing  in 
the  various  branches  of  the  service,  I  may 
call  the  attention  of  the  House  to  a  printed 
document  which  fell  into  my  hands  tke 
other  day,  entitled  "  Observations  on  the 
Corps  of  Ro^al  Artillery."  Does  any 
Member  of  this  House  believe  that  these 
observations  were  from  the  pen  of  a  civilian, 
or  that  I  produce  them  on  this  occasion  to 
serve  any  particular  purpose,  or  produce 
any  stage  effect?  No,  Sir;  I  produce 
them  to  show  only  that  the  gallant  Officers 
of  that  distinguished  corps  have  grievances 
to  redress,  and  that  they,  as  well  as  all 
other  Officers  in  his  Majesty's  service  sel- 
dom complain  without  h  cause.  Sir,  the  sen- 
tence which  prefaces  these  observations  is 
as  follows  :— ''  The  want  of  retirements 
and  slowness  of  promotion  are  the  great 
grievances  under  which  this  corps  labours." 
It  is  a  short  sentence,  but  expressive,  and 


the  one  wUdi  Mkpvs  it  is  ^muEj  so:— 
^  It  is  conceived  to  be  a  hmrA  casae  tri% 
after  exposure  to  the  caaoalties  of  mmilh* 
tary  life,   there  should  be   no     adeqoz «? 
retirement  at  the  end  of  it.'*     I  shall  f  ^^ 
over  the  few  observations  vhicfa   iolV^; 
but  there  is  one  of  them  whicii  iias  strike 
me  so  forcibly  that  I  catmot  help  BOtidsz 
it  to  the  House;  for  the  Home,  I  mm  su^e, 
will  scarcely  believe  that  artillery  offio^ri 
cannot,  whiterer  be  their  length  of*  servit :. 
retire  upon  half-pay,  except  mider  ti.r 
decision  of  a  medical  Board.     The  rem^c . 
proposed  in  these  observations  is,  '*  ihii 
artillery  officers,  above  the  rank  of  sntrii- 
tems  of  twenty-two  years*  general  aervir^:, 
and  subalterns  of  eighteen  vears**  dioc>i 
be  allowed  to  retire  upon  half-pa y^^  as  wa 
formerly  the  case,  and  that  after  thirtr 
years,  when  disqualified  by  infirmity,,  al 
ranks  should  be  sdlowed  full  pay."*     Sir,  c 
it  was   the  case  formerly  that   militar? 
officers  were  allowed  to  retire  on  haULpar, 
I  should  be  anxious  to  know  the  recsohi 
which  induced  the  authorities  to  make  s^i 
great  a  change  in  the  system  which  for- 
merly prevailed  in  that  carps.     I  find  ia 
the  pages  which  follow  these  observations, 
extracts  from  the  evidence  of  Lord  Fitsror 
Somerset,  and  the  gallant  General  oppo. 
site  (Sir  H.  Hardinge),  before  two  Select 
Committees  of  the  House  of  Commons,  h 
1828  and  1833,  stating  their  opinion  of  the 
efiects  of  the  system  of  promotion  in  tbe 
artillery.    The  evidence  of  the  gallant  Ge- 
neral is  so  striking  that  I  beg  leave  to  read 
the  extract :— - 

**  You  have  stated,  that  owing  to  the  system 
of  promotion  in  the  ordnance  service,  tbe 
colonels  do  not  get  the  higher  ranks  till  they 
obtain  an  advanced  age.  Can  you  state,  out 
of  the  nine  colonels  of  artillery,  bow  many 
there  are  above  seventy  years  of  age  ?— I 
should  say,  that  of  the  colonels  of  the  artillery 
there  are  six  at  present  above  seventy  years  of 
age,  and  !  know  some  upwards  of  eighty;  I 
know  one  that  is  eighty-four,  and  another  of 
the  engineers  that  is  eighty*two.  In  the  lower 
ranks,  the  average  time  before  an  officer  of 
artillery  attains  the  rank  of  first  captain^  is 
forty  years  of  age. 

"  If  the  artillery  were  to  be  called  into 
active  service,  would  the  captains  of  those 
companies  enumerated  by  you  be  able  to  go 
into  the  service  with  them,  or  would  you  have 
to  appoint  fresh  officers  f*-I  conceive  the  mis- 
chief to  the  artillery  corps  is  so  great,  from  the 
slowness  of   the    promotion,  and    from  the 
want  of  energy  which  that  slowness  generates, 
that  I  conceive,  when  the  artillery  officer  has 
obtained  his  commission,  he  is  indifierenc  and 
careless  in  qualifying  himself  further  for  his 
profession.     During  the  Peninsular  war,  we 
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"were  obliged  to  take  a  captain  of  artillery  to 
assume  the  command  of  the  whole  of  the  ar- 
tillery ;  thus  a  captain  had  a  lieutenant-ge- 
neral's command,  having  about  8,000  men, 
and  about  3,000  or  4,000  horses,  undertaking 
the  sieges  in  Spain,  and  the  management  of 
the  artillery  in  the  field. 

'*  The  greater  part  are  unfit  for  the  active 
service  of  the  profession  when  they  have  ar- 
rived at  that  rank  which  would  have  enabled 
them  ^  to  assume  the  relative  command  with 
officers  of  the  line,  I  have  another  instance, 
in  the  case  of  Sir  George  Wood,  who  com- 
manded the  artillery  at  the  battle  of  Waterloo, 
^ho  was  a  major  of  artillery,  and  who  was  the 
oldest  officer  at  the  battle  of  Waterloo. 

*'  What  was  the  rank  of  the  officer  in  the 
French  artillery  in  the  corresponding  com- 
mand }  —  The  corresponding  rank  in  the 
French  service  would  have  been  lieutenant- 
general. 

**  What  was  the  corresponding  rank  with 
that  of  Sir  Alexander  Dickson  ? — Lieutenant- 
generaL" 

My  gallant  Friend,  the  Member  for  Not- 
tingham, knows  a  captain  of  artillery  who 
was  present  at  every  battle  during  the 
Peninsular  war;  that  distinguished  officer 
is  still  a  captain,  and  if  he  lives  to  the  age 
of  a  hundred,  may  not  attain  the  rank  of 
a  field-officer.    But  why  need  I  single  out 
individual  cases  ?     Do  not  the  army-lists 
tell  me  that  lieutenant-generals  of  1814 
are  still    lieutenant-generals,  and   other 
officers  like  them,   in  high  rank,  whose 
promotion  costs  not  the  country  a  six- 
pence, are  in  a  similar  predicament.    Are 
not  the  lieutenant-colonels  of  1814,  15, 
and  16  still  lieutenant-colonels,  and  the 
majors  of  the  same  year  still  majors  ?  The 
captains  of  1813,  14,  15,  16,  and  17  still 
captains?    Sir,  I  refer  hon.  Members  to 
my  source  of  information — the  last  army- 
list — where   they  will  find  colonels  who 
have  been  fifty  years  in  the  service ;    and 
I  see  opposite  a  gallant  Officer,  the  Mem- 
ber for  Sufiblk,  still  a  colonel,  although  I 
believe  he  commanded  the  Fusileer  bri- 
gade, which  decided  the  battle  of  Albuera 
twenty-eight  years  ago.    Sir,  I  find,  both 
in  the  army  and  the  navy-lists,  another 
corps ;   their  motto  I  see  is,  "  Per  mare, 
per  terramj*    I  do  not  know  which  ele- 
ment they  prefer,  but  this  I  know,  that  on 
either  element  the  services  of  the  Royal 
Marines  have  never  been  surpassed.  Well, 
the  senior  first  lieutenants  on  the  effective 
list  of  that  corps  have  been  twenty-eight 
years  in  the  service,  and  there  are  seventy 
lieutenants  who  entered  the  corps  previous 
to  the  peace  of  1814.    I  ask  the  House 
if  there  is  not  ground  for  dissatisfaction  in  I 
VOL,  XXXIIL  {£S1} 


that  corps  t  It  will  be  said,  that  casual 
promotion  has  been  going  on  in  the  army, 
as  well  as  in  the  navy.  So  it  has ;  but  the 
great  promotion  in  both  services  has  been 
to  another  world.  Since  1830,  death  has 
removed  from  the  army  three  field-marshals, 
forty  generals,  fifty-four  lieut.-generals, 
and  fifty  major-generals.  Their  number 
may  not  be  quite  accurate,  as  a  few  may 
have  sold  out.  I  am  not  aware  of  the 
number  of  inferior  rank  who  have  died,  nor 
do  I  know  the  amount  of  the  diminution  of 
half-pay,  but  it  must  be  very  great,  and  no 
power  on  this  earth  can  stop  that  diminu- 
tion. If  that  be  the  case,  and  that  we 
are  fixing  no  permanent  burthen  on  the 
country,  this  House  I  am  sure  would,  take 
the  opportunity  of  doing  an  act  of  justice 
to  the  army  and  navy,  by  anticipating,  if 
it  were  possible  to  anticipate,  the  kind  and 
generous  feeling  of  our  gracious  Sovereign 
towards  his  older  officers.  I  am  aware 
that  I  cann(^  possibly  give  satisfaction  to 
those  whose  cause  I  endeavour  to  plead ^ 
but  I  think  they  cannot  misconstrue  my 
motives.  I  have  been  told,  and  I  believe 
it  to  be  the  case,  that  many  modes  may  be 
suggested  to  ameliorate  the  condition  of 
the  various  ranks  in  the  army  and  navy. 
But  there  are  in  this  House,  as  well  as 
officers  connected  with  both  services,  men 
of  high  honour  and  integrity,  and  of  great 
professional  experience,  and  on  whom  that 
task  must  devolve,  and  they,  I  am  sure, 
will  not  consider  it  a  task.  But,  Sir,  as  I 
said  before,  my  object  is  a  present  remedy 
for  a  present  and  increasing  disease  of 
dissatisfaction  and  disgust.  I  have  shown 
the  paltry  sum  which  will  be  required  for 
the  navy;  and  I  will  undertake,  for  a  sum 
not  exceeding  25,000/.,  to  give,  I  hope, 
comparative  satisfaction  to  the  army.  I 
have  shown,  I  hope  satisfactorily  also,  that 
both  sums  will  be  reduced  in  amount 
much  more  than  one-half  in  less  than  two 
years,  and  that  it  is  but  a  temporary  ad- 
vance. I  will  undertake  to  do  it  for  less, 
and  will  find  security  to  my  right  hon. 
Friend,  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer. 
I  feel  confident,  when  his  Majesty  chooses 
to  exercise  his  prerogative  by  rewarding 
the  older  officers  in  both  services,  this 
House  will  place  the  necessary  means  at 
his  disposal. 

Mr.  Barlow  Hoy  rose  to  support  the 
motion.  As  the  hon.  Gentleman  who  had 
brought  the  subject  under  the  notice  of 
the  House  hnd  so  fully  explained  the 
hardship  inflicted  on  the  officers  of  the 
2R 
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He  cicl'i  act  see    of  ihe  v^r.     T.:^ 


any  reascc  wty  ti-*  cfficers  cf  *  'i<ir  k-  :'**  cusse  of  the 

I'-fy  serrke  ?!:::i*d  coc  be  !i^i«i  is  s!<i<ch  He  was  aoat  vu:  apr 

er  •.:!**<}    to  c*::Ljid'eni?:a  as  Lie   cm»re«  c-.^iors  tiMi  th 

e^nrid   '^    tie  Ctrl   sen^.     X:w.  ki  H->i^  I'^f  t'ij 

i'"  iir,  izf  CTIT  ::'*  Like  ti**  case  ■::*  =:   .-  t©  take  rt^.^r^'.-r 

tary   c^rer  th-rry   years   ax  tae  lenri'^,  txn.     H*  cz^ifi  a?:e  for^cc, 

w*- rae  piy  wis  C'.CvL  »-T*ar.     U^co  ij*  y*;ir  1 5  >3,  2  C«:<aaL.ctee  v^ 

Te^JreraecC  ^  wccSi  he  e=t.^ei  t j  a  re-  avestsrite  the  *iS«fct  of 

a  tie  erf  L  sertice,  ntceirLs^  ti*»  jls  m  ;;cii  tiat  C«. 

kliry.  wz^i'A  be,  after  the  as«  pfriac  ac  re»wi — - — *^^ 

ice,  ear^^ed  L:  a  retrizx  Al'-.-wiaee  cf*  cf  i 


ikK   ia  tbe 


4- ?•'•'.  jer  ar-^m.     K*  be'-^iT^i  t>  k  ticre  be  au^ae  to  :ae  s 

WIS  no  senke  a:i3er  tie  Cr::wa  aa  wi^ri  On  tkjA  C 

ti<re  was  r^x  acaae  cc  lace  ct  recr 21^  «a  a  CtaKw  zi 

fil  iTowajics,    eij£9s  k  was  trS^x  tbe  uefiLlesi 

amy  cr  tie  ii-ry.     0»«5 12  tie  Krrice  lai  je  V«i 

cf  t^ic  Efcit-lzci  Cc«s.ra-sy  were  becrsr  ci" 

ti  li  tSrae  Li  tie  t^sf'*  serrce,  aai  aner  cLit  tiit  C 

Kx\  b^i  sen^  aa  I:da  rzc  t'te  saone 

pen>i.  tbecS:ef5  rr  lbs  K^i^'s  aerrce  i^neril  « 

_  « 

rr?.i-ii*d  *rc  aa  e^err  waT.  t**^  ir«e  r^^cen  zcr^ua  if 

ia t^  €&T»:iiag^t  ot  Uie  £Kt>I^^ ;a Coaa-  w r^de  a rsb«-  &  aciaal 

T>irT.     Tt-:««-:ri  tie  ronr  cf  :te  r^^r$  cc  crnw^  rva 

I  if  Fne«»c^  anty  w^  k^wer  :'tj«  rwn«.  yes^ 

br  tSe  CLTrr^ksaaace  tint  tie  kx>*^r.iT  ^* 

tiie  anay  of  ixit  cc«cany  wa?  iscrs^asec  '-x  T^  .7^    31  >; 

fc.-TOr:.«c«  t-5  t>e  k-r^^  ci  ^jr^nk^e*  u«  »iei«ri:  'C^  «f  t»  C« 

C(SnK»   cf   ibe    Frw:ri    a-Try   wier*,    ;.r  a^c.  ae  c  li  tcc 

ce^^'"i*•  1^^  aT.y  c^ctsofnc-ji  wr^r-rc  *<  v<--tn<a.i 

«'*vof ,  €Tj.SW  ?a  ref  •*  it  S?rric  CLrrtir-  «ry  iwascre  aa  u4 

K  iro»  tV^?.  tije  E.*^r  isi  ^Scfc*  c»*  :":<  st  ti  ^Sw  ie  was  ^  tie 


r>*r:ox  ir*  case  cc  ax  c-ir^.^ec  :=  t>i  j.i 


IT 


x 


far-**:!    r^i  t 


*»        « 


w*^>  W4S  rrctryfi-s  7*:   : * ;-  ser^^oi*  ire    >  r.*-^  ti»f^  h^^jicsa.     .:«i 
'»-^c  >.fci  >?!f^  tr  TTT-fcr*  :..T«    x  M*:-*,    i.  vjv^i  tr  a  case  ^c  r^-^ari-e^ 
1*^  *i55  sf'-n-*^  wi>  v"*'  ;^:  v-^.tfcsf  .'."  A   -vt,    tsj  i^     li-x^  »f- — c*.  Ml  xW 


to 
Mesberhad 


V  f Vi*.>.  »M  .«     ^f  o. 


J-  >    <:».-'•    c^.  \.      >..-$    w^« 


of 
aOwded 
karb  tKal 
ith 
to 


.f  .:   r-v  t-r  ;» r  v 


« X « 


for 


t 

\ 


mi 


and 


(Mat  31 }  Ifavat  Promotm. 


12S9 


a  diq»iwitfOii  of  ita  terdetM»  tWy  did  aot 
feel  at  liberty  to  recommend  just  now  any 
meaaure  upoa  the  subject.  They  ware 
now  paying  the  penalty  of  want  of  con* 
sideration  at  former  times*  If  meant  had 
been  taken  to  check  and  diminish  the  too 
great  increase  of  the  army-list  at  a 
Ibrmer  period,  the  complaints  which  they 
now  heard  would  not  have  become  neces* 
^ary.  With  respect  to  the  promotions 
that  bad  taken  place  in  the  navy  within 
a  period  of  five  ycars^  he  found  that  in  the 
two  years  preceding  1830,  that  was  in 
1828  and  1829,  the  promotion  of  lieu- 
tenants amounted  to  213;  whilst  in  the 
years  1831  and  1832  the  number  was 
eighty^fonr.  In  1828  and  1829  there 
weie  139  commanders  and  fiAy-seven 
captains  promoted;  in  the  subsequent 
two  years  the  appointments  were  thirty- 
one  commanders  and  sevenleen  captains. 
At  the  same  time  means  had  been  taken 
to  restrict  the  admission  of  midshipmen 
into  the  naval  service.  But  that  the  bur- 
den of  the  dead  weight  was  already  so 
enormous,  he  was  sure  that  the  House 
and  the  Government  could  6nd  no  greater 
pleasure  than  to  pay  that  tribute  to  meri- 
torious service  which  was  so  justly  its  due. 
flis  Majesty's  Government  did  not  feel 
at  present  4hat  they  should  be  authorised 
to  propose  a  general  brevet,  or  an  exten- 
sive promotion  in  the  navy,  but  it  would 
be  the  duty  of  the  Government  to  look 
into  the  whole  subject,  and  in  tlie  course 
of  the  next  Session  to  bring  it  under  the 
consideration  of  the  House. 

Sir  Henry  Hardinge  regretted  to  have 
heard  the  observations  that  had  fallen 
from  the  Secretary  at  War.  Nothing 
could  be  more  disheartening  to  both  ser- 
▼iceSf  than  to  hear  a  declaration  from  the 
Government  that  no  brevet  promotion  was 
to  take  place  this  year.  The  reduction  in 
the  number  of  general  office rs^  since  the 
diminution  of  brevets,  had  become  con- 
siderable. They  had  been  reduced  from 
550  to  360,  thus  making  a  diminution  of 
190  genera]  officers  since  the  war.  He 
thought  that  this  reduction  was  a  reason 
why  promotion  should  be  given  to  the 
officers  of  the  army.  The  pay  of  the 
officers  of  the  army  was  lower  than  that 
of  those  enj^aged  in  the  civil  service,  and 
that  was  a  reason  why  the  encouragement 
of  promotion  should  be  held  out  to  tliem. 
The  House  would  recollect,  that  at  the 
ronrlnsion  of  the  War  a  considerable  num- 
ber of  officers  wer^  placed  on  holf«pay. 


That  arose  out  of  the  exigencies  of  the 

service.      The    right    hon.    and    gallant 
Member  contended  that  a  great  diminu- 
tion having  since  occurred,  it  was  an  addi- 
tional  argument   why  the  hopes  of    the 
army  should  be  kept  up  by  additional  pro- 
motion.    It  had  for  a  long  period  been 
the  custom  to  hold  out  encouragement  to 
the  officers  of  the  army  by  small  brevets, 
about  every  sixth   year.     This  was  now 
the  seventh  year  since  a  brevet  had  taken 
place,  and  he  did   not  know    anything 
mote  calculated   to  dispirit  the  officers, 
than  the  declaration  of  the  noble  Lord 
that  no  brevet  was  to  take  place.     In 
1814  a  brevet  was  issued,  by  which  many 
general  officers  were  raised  to  higher  rank 
and  additional  pay.     He  admitted  it  was 
an  expensive  brevet.     However,  if  there 
was  anything  to  complain   of   on    that 
score,  he  was  sorry  that  the  noble  Secre- 
tary for  Foreign  Affairs  was  not  there  to 
defend  it,  for  that  noble  Lord  had  signed 
the  warrants.    That  brevet  had  been  re- 
scinded in  1818,   and  a  saving  to  a  very 
large  amount  had,  in  consequence,  been 
effected.      When  it  was  considered  that 
the  half-pay  of  the  officers  who  served  at 
Waterloo  was  the  same  as  of  those  who 
had  served  at  Blenheim,  and  that  no  in- 
crease had  taken  place  for  upwards  of  a 
hundred  years,  whilst  a  considerable  in- 
crease had  occurred  in  the  pay  of  those 
employed   in  the  civil  service,  he   con- 
sidered  it  a  reason  why  the  army  were 
entitled  to  consideration.     In  fact,  he  did 
not  wish  to  make  any  distinction  between 
either  service,  for  he  thought,  when- speak- 
ing of  the  service  generally,  that  each  of 
its  branches  had  equal  claims  to  con- 
sideration, and  he  was  sure  it  was  the 
wish  of  the  Members  of  both  to  make  no 
distinction  between  them.  He  believed  that 
a  brevet  sufficientto  satisfy  the  expectations 
of  the  army ;  would  not  have  produced  an 
additional    expenditure    of    more    than 
10,000/.     The  last  brevet  had  not  ex- 
ceeded  11,000/.      He    wished    that    the 
noble  Lord  bad  devised  some  means  by 
which   hope  would   be   held  out  to  the 
officers  of  the  army,  for  he  considered  that 
nothing  could  be  more  disheartening  and 
nnsutisfaclory  to  both  services,  than  the 
declaration  of  the  noble  Lord. 

Viscount  Howick,  in  explanation,  con- 
tended, that  after  the  resolution  of  the 
Committee  of  1835,  the  Government  were 
not  in  a  cmiditinn  to  pro|iosc  any  rccom- 
mendathm  on  this  subject,     He  did  mot 
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think  it  would  be  for  the  interest  of  the 
country,  nor  for  the  interest  of  either  ser. 
vice,  that  they  should  do  so  under  the  pre- 
sent circumstances.  With  respect  to  the 
anxiety  of  the  Government  on  this  sulgectj 
he  had  hist  year,  when  he  succeeded  the 
late  Secretary  at  War,  the  honor  to  add  a 
supplementary  estimate,  increasing  the  pay 
of  general  officers  to  400/.  a-year. 

Sir  Henry  Hardinee  contended,  that  it 
was  the  duty  of  the  Secretary  at  War  to 
propose  an  augmentation  of  this  descrip- 
tion, when  he  had  ascertained  it  to  be  the 
pleasure  of  his  Majesty  that  it  should^take 
place.  If  it  was  his  Majesty's  pleasure,  it 
was  then  the  business  of  the  Secretary  at 
War  to  propose  it  to  the  House.  The  right 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  proceeded  to 
explain  the  constitutional  grounds  on  which 
that  augmentation  had  been  delayed  at  the 
period  referred  to  by  the  noble  Lord. 

Sir  Ronald  Ferguson  deprecated  the 
narrow  economy  which  would  alienate  the 
good  will  of  some  of  the  bravest  and  best 
officers.  The  r^;ular  united  service  was 
not  even  on  an  equality  with  the  East. 
India  Company's  troops,  for  these  latter 
had  a  half-pay  at  a  fixed  period  of  service, 
which  went  on  increasing  from  time  to 
time.  He  would  implore  his  Majesty's 
Af  inisters  not  to  disgust  some  of  the  best 
officers  in  both  services. 

Sir  John  Elhy  was  sure  that  the  officers 
of  the  army  and  navy  would  feel  much  in- 
debted to  the  boo.  Member  who  had  brought 
this  subject  forward,  and  he  trusted  that  it 
would  have  a  good  eflfect.  He  was  a  major- 
general  of  seventeen  years'  standing,  but 
though  he  did  not  fed  pardcolarly  desi- 
rous of  any  further  promotiaii,  he  certainly 
felt  anxious  that  many  deserving  men,  who 
were  at  present  below  him  in  rank  should, 
receive  that  promotion  to  which  they  were 
ju>dy  entitled.  Even  advancement,  how- 
ever, so  £ikr  from  becng  serviceahle,  was 
sometimes  injurious^  for  there  was  this  ano. 
malv  in  the  axrar — that  a  lieutenant- 
colonel  when  advanced  to  die  rank  of 
major-general  in  most  cases  found  himself 
worse  odf  in  point  of  emolument  than  be 
was  befoce.  The  junior  cbss  of  i-flicers, 
whom  he  might  call  the  operatives  of  the 
naw,  and  who  endured  more  danger  and 
fansue  than  anv  other,  had  neither  the  le- 
payment  of  promotion  nor  disdortion ;  for 
on  aimost  everr  occasion  when  btad«:n»  or 
mcdjiU  were  given  out  f«^  any  brillunt  ac- 
tii-n*  they  wore  overlvx^kcd.  He  wol^U 
pirticularly  pivts  tho  cxs?  oi  the  artilkrv 
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most  efficient  arm  of  the  Bcitiah  fotce  in 
the  field,  and  they  were  exposed  to  wan 
danger  during  the  war  than  the  artiDery  oi 
the  French,  because,  while  the  object' of 
the  latter  was  to  dismount  the  guns,  that  of 
the  former  was  to  reduce  the  numerical 
strength  of  the  enemy,  and  the  manner  in 
which  they  executed  their  hasardoos  duty 
during  the  frequent  opportunities  he  had  of 
witnessing  it,  had  always  exdled  his  admi- 
ration. He  Uiought  the  modon  of  the  hon. 
Member  ja-ell  deserving  the  consideration  of 
his  Majesty's  Government. 

Captain  Berkeley  coincided  with  what 
had  been  said  with  respect  to  the  daas  of 
officers  below  a  certain  rank,  and  it  was 
the  same  in  the  navy  as  in  die  army*  Mid- 
shipmen, not  boys,  but  young  men  of  six. 
and-twenty  and  eight-andUwenty  yean  of 
age,  and  who  had  served  for  ten  yean,  if 
they  obtained  a  ship  would  he  only  entitled 
to  die  paltry  sum  oi  50L  a-year,  and  if  they 
had  not  a  captain  to  give  them  a  ship  they 
would  get  no  pay  at  aU.  What  induce- 
ment  was  that  for  young  men  to  undergo 
the  severity  of  the  strict  examination  for  a 
lieutenancy ;  the  British  navy  Idt  tbnt  it 
was  now  neglected  when  its  services  weve 
not  called  for;  yet  though  the  hopes  of  those 
in  both  the  naval  and  mifitary  bgandies  of 
the  service  were  to  be  bfighted  for  another 
year,  sdU,  as  the  noble  Lord  liddoot  aoase 
hopes,  and  as  they  fadieved  that  Govern- 
ment intended  well,  he  would  trust  to  the 
future  for  snmething  that  woold  g^ve  satis* 
iBction* 

Mr.  Hmme  was  sorry  that  die  motion  had 
been  brought  forward,  as  it  was  the  proper 
<iffice  of  the  House  of  Connnotts  to  be  a  died 
upon  theGoieinuient,and  it  ought  not  to  be 
honied  on  by  amotaonlfediaibefiHei^to 
consent  to  adopt  a  ptinciple  of  ejitiat ^ance 
that  would  be  wholly  unjostifiahle.  He 
must  say,  that  diroughont  the  wholeof  the 
debate,  froaa  die  first  speaker  to  the  last, 
the  only  subject  refened  to  had  been  the 
Mtnation  of  the  officers,  that  of  the  privates 
and  soboidinaie  offioeis  had  never 
once  alluded  to ;  the  question  had  been 
sivlered  in  a  partial,  and  not  as  it  cn^t  to 
have  been,  in  a  general  point  of  view.  If 
the  recomiaendatians  which  he  had  snbmit^ 
ted  to  the  House  in  the  yean  1S19,  ISSQ, 
and,  lS:il  had  been  attended  tai,  the  cimm- 
stances  which  had  giwn  rise  to  the  present 
motiixi  would  never  have  existed,  fcfyiHwi'i 
cfn  those  occtsians  he  had  ttrongly  pointed 
cut  the  expediency  of  calfing  in  offiecn 
fnMB  half -piT  to  ftctivn  Bgnm»  imtcnd  of 
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appotiiting  young  persons  to  new  coromis- 
gions*     In  ftict,  a  large  portion  of  the  dead 
Weighty  on  account  of  the  anny,  was  incur« 
red  to  remunerate  those  who  had  seen  no 
■ervice  at  all.     If  the  practice  which  he  at 
the  periods  in  question  so  strongly  depreca- 
ted,  had  not  been  kept  up,  that  just  ground 
of  complaint,  of  officers  of  eight  or  nine 
years*  standing,  attaining  the  rank  of  lieu- 
tenant-colonels in  the  army,  and  post-cap- 
tains in  the  navy,  would  not  have  existed. 
Whilst  he  deplored  the  state  in  which  the 
artillery  and  marines  were  placed,  yet  in 
considering  the  question  of  conferring  ad- 
ditional honours,  he  could  not  overlook  the 
claims  which   others  had  to  participate  in 
those  honours — he  alluded  to  those  whom  he 
would  call  the  operatives  of  the  army  and 
navy.     If  promotion  had  been,  as  he  had 
suggested,  fairly  distributed,   there    could 
not  now  be  the  grounds  of  complaint   that 
were  made,   nor   would   persons  of  nine 
years'   standing    be    commanding    in    the 
army  and  navy.     Tlie  present  complaints 
were  all  owing  to  the  system  of  promotion 
which  had  been  pursued  by  former  Govern- 
ments.    He  knew  that  cases  of  hardship 
did  exist  in  consequence ;  but,  at  the  same 
time,   when  he  heard  officers  complaining 
that  there  were  no  retired  allowances  al- 
lotted to  certain  classes  of  officers,  he  would 
ask  whether  there  were  not  many  other 
classes  of  industrious  individuals  in  society, 
who  hud  no  retired  allowances  after  thev 
had  ceased  to  be  able  to  work.    He  believed 
there  was  no  service  so  well  paid  as  that  of 
England,  and  that  there  was  no  service  so 
ill-used,  with  regard  to  promotion,  as  the 
English  service.     Officers  were  promoted 
in  it  who  had  no  talent ;  or,  at  least,  if  he 
admitted  them   to  have  talent,    they  cer- 
tainly, in  most  cases,  owed  their  success  to 
the  superior  influence  of  patronage.     With 
regard  to  the  motion  of  his  hon.  Friend,  he 
really  could  not  see  how,  in  the  present 
state  of  the  country,  and  with  the  small 
surplus  which  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer had  to  deal  with,  the  views  of  his 
hon.  Friend  could  be  entertained  by  the 
House.      Under  these  circumstances,    he 
regretted  that  the  present  discussion  had 
been  introduced,  as  he  certainly  could  not 
give  his  hon.  Friend  that  support  which 
he  could  otherwise  have  wished* 

Sir  E.  Codringion  contended,  that  the 
interests  of  the  naval  and  military  services 
were  not  sufficiently  attended  to.  He 
thought  pri2e.money  might  have  been 
more  advantaseoualy  appropriated  by  way 
^  ranuneTRtlon.     No  oavfd  officer  waf 


allowed  table  money,  not  even  the  Admiral, 
until  he  was  on  his  station.  He  thought 
naval  officers  were  much  worse  off  than 
military.  According  to  the  regulations  of 
the  army  a  lieutenant-colonel  might  in 
twelve  years  be  made  a  major-general,  and 
in  thirty-five  years  a  naval  officer  might 
not  be  able  to  attain  equal  rank.  He  knew 
an  instance  in  which  there  was  150,0007. 
prize  money,  and  when  a  distinguished 
naval  officer  applied  to  Lord  Liverpool  for 
his  portion  of  it,  his  Lordship  said  he 
knew  of  no  such  fund.  In  a  maritime 
couniry  like  this  the  interest  of  the 
navy  and  of  the  army  also  was  of  prime 
importance.  In  a  civil  office,  clerks  would 
be  allowed  to  retire  after  half  the  period  of 
service,  and  on  double  the  pay  compared 
with  naval  officers. 

Captain  Peckell  supported  the  motion. 
There  were  700  midshipmen  who  had 
passed  examination— of  these  200  were 
unemployed,  and  of  the  500  who  were 
employed  some  were  paid  so  little  as  10/., 
20/.  and  40/.  a-year.  He  knew  a  very  meri- 
torious officer  who  was  twenty-five  years  a 
midshipman.  He  was  not  only  married, 
but  a  grandfather,  and  he  had  stood  god. 
father  to  his  grandchild.  Who  could  sup- 
pose a  midshipman  a  grandfather?  He 
really  hoped  the  Government  would  not 
require  much  prompting  in  a  question  so 
important  as  this. 

Captain  Dundas  said,  that  seventy-five 
naval  officers  previously  alluded  to  were 
appointed  in  1802,  and  were  now  support- 
ing themselves  on  240/.  a-year  each,  while 
military  officers  of  the  same  standing  were 
now  general  officers. 

Captain  Boldero,  in  support  of  the 
motion,  instanced  the  case  of  an  officer 
who  had  been  in  sixteen  general  actions* 
and  received  the  thanks  of  three  Sovereigns, 
but  received  neither  rank  nor  emolument 
in  the  British  service.  Had  he  been  in 
any  other  service  he  would  have  obtained 
the  highest  promotion.  The  gallant  Mem- 
ber maintained  that  in  every  department  of 
the  civil  service,  which  was  not  so  labo- 
rious or  hazardous  as  the  naval  or  military* 
promotion  and  compensation  were  infinitely 
superior. 

Mr.  Charles  Wood  was  understood  to  say, 
that  the  Admiralty  would  be  glad,  and 
were  always  glad,  to  entertain  the  claims 
of  old  meritorious  officers ;  but  they  had  a 
duty  to  perform  to  the  public,  which  fre. 
quently  rendered  it  difficult  for  them  to 
accede  to  every  application.  There  could 
not  bo  80  much  promotion  in  times  of  pei^c^ 
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landt  the  learned  author  replied  in  it, 
'*  You  ar«  not  an  Englisbman,  you  are  a 
foreigner ;  you  are  no  British  subject,  you 
are  one  of  the  nation  of  the  Jews."  He 
should  Bay  nothing  noore  than  that  if  the 
Jews  had  cause  of  complaint,  it  was  free 
for  them  to  come  forward  and  prefer  their 
complaint.  Why  did  they  not  do  so?  It 
might  be  said,  as  the  writer  to  whom  the 
pamphlet  was  written  in  reply  said,  that 
because  they  were  born  in  England  they 
were  Englishmen,  and  entitled  to  the  rights 
of  Englishmen.  He  denied  \U  When  a 
body  of  people  separated  themselves 
voluntarily  from  those  among  whom  they 
resided,  they  were  no  longer  entitled  to 
participate  iu  the  privileges  enjoyed  by 
those  from  whom  they  had  separated*  It 
was  so  with  the  Jews.  They  called  them- 
selves the  Jewish  nation ;  they  did  not 
boast  in  the  title  of  British  subjects. 
Being  born  in  England  gave  no  exclusive 
right  to  the  title  of  Englishmen.  The  Jews 
had  wealth,  riches,  beyond  most  people  ; 
they  had  protection,  they  had  equal  rights 
in  the  eye  of  the  law — everything  but  po- 
litical power.  He  (Sir  R.  Inglis)  would 
take  it  for  granted  that  the  Bill  proposed 
to  be  introduced  by  his  right  hon.  Friend 
was  the  same  as  that  introduced  by  Sir 
Robert  Grant  in  the  year  1834;  and, 
therefore,  that  the  tenor  of  it  would  be 
to  abolish  the  words  in  theoath,  "  On  the 
true  faith  of  a  Christian."  Now,  what 
would  be  the  oonsequence  of  that  aboli- 
tion ?  The  only  words  which  designated 
the  nation  as  Christian  would  be  erased 
from  the  records.  He  would  call  on  the 
House  to  say  whether,  at  any  period  of  our 
history  since  we  had  become  a  Christian 
people,  any  individual  had  been  admitted 
to  civil  power  who  had  not  made  the  decla- 
raUon  that  he  was  a  Christian  ?  and  he 
would  then  ask  if  it  was  prepared  to  get 
rid  of  that  last  security  for  Christianity, 
and  place  the  affairs  of  this  country  in  tne 
hands  of  those  who  not  only  were  not 
Christians,  themselves,  Imt  who  also  be- 
lieved  Christ  to  be  a  blasphemer  and  an 
impostor?  In  doing  so,  the  House  would 
be  doing  what  it  could  to  deprive  the 
eountry  of  all  security,  that  its  affairs 
would,  for  the  future,  be  administered  on 
Christian  principles.  If  Jews  were  admit- 
ted to  legislative  power,  by  a  parity  of 
argument  every  other  description  of  re- 
ligionists or  non'religionists  should  be  ad- 
mitted to  it  also.  It  was  a  most  important 
^saition^  and  ooe  which  stioold  not  be 


carried  through  even  its  first  stage  in  a 
House  so  thinly  attended,  and  at  such  a  late 
hour  of  the  night.  It  might,  no  doubt, 
be  said,  that  it  was  not  its  first  introduc- 
tion to  Parliament.  He  admitted  it ;  but 
still  he  could  not  help  thinking  that  it 
would  have  been  much  more. courteous  of 
his  right  hon.  Friend  if  he  had  postponed 
it  until  those  who  usually  took  a  part  in 
similar  discussions  were  present.  With 
respect  to  the  main  question,  he  would 
ask  the  House  whether  a  community  of 
Jews  would  admit  Christians  to  legislate 
for  them  ?  The  answer  was  obvious. 
They  would  not.  Was  it  then,  to  be  con- 
sidered a  necessary  liberality  on  the  part  of 
Christians  to  adroit  Jews  to  govern  them  ? 
It  might  be  said,  that  the  number  of  Jews 
likely  to  be  admitted  would  be  very  small ; 
but  to  that  he  should  answer,  that  he  had 
learned  from  late  experience  to  put  no 
faith  in  such  assertions.  Besides,  bow- 
ever  few  they  might  be,  their  talents  and 
their  zeal  might  be  sufiicient  to  compensate 
for  their  deficiency  in  numerical  strength, 
and  enable  them  to  do  their  will  as  effec- 
tually as  if  they  were  in  greater  force.  Be- 
lieving that  any  power  which  might  be 
conferred  on  the  Jews  would  be  eierted 
against  and  not  for  the  Christian  creed, 
be  was  not  one  of  those  prepared  by 
granting  any  concessions  to  them  to  add 
a  new  danger  to  the  external  fabric  of  the 
Church  (the  internal  fabric  was  protected 
by  a  higher  power  than  that  of  man),  or 
put  it  in  the  power  of  a  Jew,  Turk,  Hea- 
then, or  Infidel  to  do  more  harm  than  had 
been  already  done  to  the  Christian  re- 
ligion. He  felt  deeply  concerned  that  by 
such  and  similar  concessions  as  that  pro- 
posed by  his  right  hon.  Friend,  by  little 
and  little,  all  security  for  the  continuance 
of  Christianity  as  the  religion  of  the  coun- 
try would  he  entirely  frittered  away.  With 
that  conviction  strong  upon  his  mind,  he 
could  never  consent  to  the  proposition  of 
his  right  hon.  Friend,  in  any  of  its  stages. 
He  believed  it  to  be  as  unlawful  for  the 
British  legislature  to  grant  the  concession 
contained  in  it  as  it  would  be  for  the  Jewish 
people  to  receive  it,  and  he  felt  bound  to 
warn  the  House  of  the  consequences  likely 
to  flow  from  it  if  it  were  to  be  carried  into 
ezecQtion.  It  would  be  a  practical  re- 
moval of  every  test  of  religious  belief  in 
affairs  of  State.  After  that  it  would  be  of 
no  consequence  what  religion  the  Legisla- 
ture of  this  country  might  possess.  He 
vrould  go  Csrtbar,  and  say  it  wo^ld  b^  of  no  • 


ixai 


J)ufUJtiUikc>  qf 


t^i-Slitetts  fawifGiiiiiiiMir 

tiCfptlMi:    m    'tlK' 


of  tift  Jttmtt 


«MtM^u^i^  tfixtiMrr  ir  Mtfi  an^   religion 

tdUii^'  i«»el'  OirtitUiit  liifHliti  <«i«er  wdi 
^  voiilH^irti^'.     W«f  Uk-  iHi««t  (k  fkitoilt 

iiui.  latutf.    ilii  -tntpMtii^  Xuf  pnipotiiani 

It^^  liiHi.  'fiimii  luti^^f^rilti  ft/i  Itit  vousciei^  otiier  (.  Civnsiau. 

'Ui#u^  p^'  IK.  ii0ii  iaiv^> ;  ittii  ha  tsiaitiKCi  aimmt  uywiitttt 

<4fi4i40lo»HiH  'iw  ittfiMll   tfi  iliiii  ffiiith  lie  :£nner.      i^Ifirr 

;i«i*(l  j#lHi»M^  «fHi  -itteAftt  to  -fntiviK:  iiiJ  tin  inmiff'ttiiii^/ 

/{^hv  iHHi  iiMtHioUyiiftfMMWti 't(> 'tiif^'^ficrar  Tnamnit  iifiaativTUBintirttitgri 

*UMH.  ^1  ft  ii^'  iiit»  mm.  J  »i<niti.     Ht;  tlid  trntim/r    JisE. -notion ^«HB(anet:cx:>. 

7i«i»t.  HI  -titf;  iiwt  HMtaiKM;.  nMmti  tp  tnm^  -tte'CtnktiBHKiuwttiHgMBE ttiMP 

tUi^iinmitii  '9i-  |i«c-(»tMfiUfffiHt  ttic  Hoiwt:;  rhmiitbKkiiUttaK.  TiK  Jew 

i#u-.  iH  :di«iHiiii  i>iH»'  i*^  H»  .iiitiui|cemH:'hr  «nnc  Cmt:  BbJwe  dm — *i 

^  ^ttifif  utimnnitU:.  H\  ^unmttuwswe  dT  -f^iia:  tws  ttenvci  miDtti  oaf  mr 

4t$»i*  lattfHi  t«(mi  iit^  iiffU.  >  iimiti  -mi  Iht  unr  minal  ikm-.    TLc* 

•1(0^  ^Hi.  tuitt  tiKHt  ivtin  iJf'  iieitinnK  nf  ttTtiK  liBtt\.    ^'<  rivd  'iik> 

iuu  Hii^AHUttiiic  Hi  U\v\nii  tif  tift:  tuuinm.  amoiaiii^  ^tiii 

'JLv  tiii^  iH  ii^iik:  i(::pu   i«v  Tehrrrit^  -btir.  tusiD— *iid  sdue 

'H^  ti^Mt'lKHii  'lilt  -^Kfii  <^\mifmm)fttJ  tnm^  iiirrti«r  jgEoati  nfimBb.vntiQViMkac^zi-^ttniti 

•H  Xuu»c  VHi«i  >v*tofirt>Mtt».  jUivtii»vu»t.-anc    ttfflii  imn^  nrntfap  HBinai.  wnth  ii»  m 

/iMu^i^  H«ijAH{iiin  'ttvmi  tilt  K)Kt2imKitmmaf  ti^   'tifE'QtmBinni.Txii^iiin  n>  lie 
4HHiiUK   MKi  ivcfUn^.  -iiiii  ii«t>  hiiiD  itif:    hf^jmqnmsc  m  tat  soasim'iEm.ixm  m> 

iuOK  ti«tl  till  ^;il#lliM)«t  ¥/Wk  If  tJrUSC  -ItOII^ 

MtMiifWtwiH  ¥HXi  tilt  ijit^it.  inH^  ti'  tm  :|m)- 
ikukd^Kt  Mt  Ma  »Vt:i^idl  (rtitt  n  tiiit  i^tt^rdtnii. 

4iawik^  itrvfiu  4tt*t:  «w5tti.  tint  :iwr  -polu- 
<**.*<*  Hii^ii:  Itrntk  vixftc  'm  '^iioBiL't-  tni  rliK 
»\\\i\t^if^  ut  m  'Qtfiis^.  titi:  tiic  liiesimr  -vcia 

.u«»^i«»  in|:  t«v  nweifHiiiiii^*  u  i:  nut  (puns 
"Ujinl?.  *»  t^frinrtv  i  •'Rnit  winiit  mn  nmi**.. 
•^♦if.  n»«/M'»n^  lift  irnraum  iiur  n^'i  jmt 
/tju^.»\HR^»a»i:*fm»ip«m  tsHtnQmi'^  Uiiiimnc 

Atif.r.nv  «wt  lirt  aiic  j:«iL  irwii  'Uutnisii^^iaj 
Alt'  ^f  a^7  ^«nRtR  uniniic  iwium.  ai»r»  ^«uii«i» 

bet,  CfivuJ.}  KisiSK  ^  4Hi  ^  ^Uw'4>M«  ^t 


tnT  c  id.  due  JinmDr  ivr  utenn^ 

iiHMiliiiRU  iiltDic  dmn  n>  3^*  hod  a 

-iMtimt  tir  !iiBBic  H'  juwi  ins.  fc  ^Mff  fo^ 
'HflBatr  'tis  smE  .IF  liac  nwi»nfl !■■■<!  ^  ^Cgr 
Siitterti  'Ltmn;^  iBsrttrar  mnK  snir  ife^iL    flc 

uuBHiun.  moniiL  4k  luiiiiiiiBfi  si-  xii 
Iff  *iaK  ms  ar  tJtL  'ihsH  Hum. 

Vtfap  nrBRDlffBtCRt   Its  '*<ir»ii»*i* 

"iniii;  >ir  3*11110^  v-nmc  taSL 

meicB:  r  IT  annw  «vtiii  itoiii  one  le 
ihic  M  tmt  jiii^  It  nispwat  tnoft 
juj«r  ui'Hnvuiu  4tt  Tmmuauitir 

i\      ,*W     Qui    «;>tor%^ti"    Wiliua 


^1 
the 


? 


I9M 


DuabOUki  of 


{May  31} 


the  Jews. 


1234 


period  of  tbe  night  at  which  his  right  hen. 
Friend  had  thought  fit  to  bring  on  hig 
motion ;  and  he  bought  that  it  was  not 
too  nnch  of  his  hon.  Friend  near  him  to 
ask  a  postponement  of  it  to  a  more  fitting 
occasion.  Though  the  question  was  one 
which  had  received  the  assent  of  that 
branch  of  the  Legislature,  it  had  by  no 
means  its  unanimous  concurrence.  Under 
these  circumstances,  it  was  not  a  question 
to  be  brought  forward  at  such  a  late  hour 
in  such  a  thin  House.  Tbe  proposition  of  his 
right  hon.  Friend  was  an  insidious  way  of 
undermining  all  religious  distinctions.  If 
it  were  not,  why  was  a  Jew  to  be  preferred 
to  a  Mahometan  ?  If  it  were  affirmed  the 
Legislature  would  be  open  to  all  sects 
and  denominarions  alike,  were  hon. 
Gentlemen  prepared  for  that  consumma- 
tion of  things  ?  He,  for  one,  was  not ;  and 
he  should  never  give  his  vote  in  favour  of 
any  proposition  which  went  to  undermine 
Christianity  as  the  religion  of  the  land. 
The  hon.  Member  concluded  by  protesting 
against  the  introduction  of  such  an  im* 
portent  question  at  such  a  late  period  of 
the  night,  when  the  benches  were  empty. 

Mr.jRo6sfiso»said,  that  he  should  always 
support  any  proposition  for  doing  away 
with  any  species  of  civil  disability  on  ac- 
count of  religious  opinions.  The  hon. 
Baronet  had  alluded  to  the  paucity  of 

Gititions  in  favour  of  this  motion,  but  the 
ouse  had  already  passed  the  principle  of 
the  Bill  by  a  numerous  majority,  and 
therefore  there  was  no  need  of  such  an 
expression  of  national  opinion  at  the  pre- 
sent. If,  however,  the  people  of  England 
thought  (as  the  hon.  Baronet,  the  Member 
for  Oxford,  alleged)  that  there  was  any 
security  to  the  Christian  religion  in  pre- 
serving this  miserable  remnant  of  a  bar- 
barous code,  why  did  they  not  evince  their 
conviction  by  petitions  against  the  Bill? 
He  believed  that  the  Christian  religion  had 
never  derived  any  support  from  that  into- 
lerant statute  which  it  was  proposed  to 
repeal ;  but,  on  the  contrary,  it  had  suf- 
fered the  greatest  disgrace  and  injury 
in  every  country  where  it  bad  been 
adopted. 

Colonel  Thompson  begged,  as  a  man 
who  had  passed  a  considerable  portion  of 
his  life  amongst  his  Mahometan  fellow- 
citizens,  to  express  an  earnest  and  sincere 
hope  that  the  time  was  not  distant  when 
we  should  get  rid  of  the  stigma  of  having 
in  that  House  placed  any  man  under  poll- 

gS«l  dmbilities  oo  account  of  bis  leligiouf 


creed.  He  should  very  much  like  to  know 
at  what  precise  moment  it  was,  that  the 
professors  of  Christianity  made  the  disco- 
very, that  it  was  essential  to  the  existence 
of  their  religion  that  the  professors  of  all 
other  religions  should  be  deprived  of  poli- 
tical rights.  He,  for  one,  was  a  follower 
of  Him  who  said,  "  Do  un^o  others  as  ye 
would  they  should  do  unto  you ;''  he  could 
not  congratulate  the  hon.  Grentlemen  op- 
posite that  they  were  of  the  same  faith 
and  creed.  He  protested  against  the  dis- 
grace and  the  aiscredit  of  allowing  that 
they  stood  there  as  Legislators,  not  because 
their  interests  were  involved  in  the  welfare 
of  a  certain  country,  but  because  they 
were  the  professors  of  a  certain  faith.  He 
trusted  that,  the  time  was  not  far  off  when 
this  stigma  would  be  removed,  and  that 
persons  of  whatever  faith,  whether  Jews, 
Mahoroedans,  or  any  other,  would  be  ad- 
mitted to  that  House  whenever  they  were 
found  worthy  of  the  confidence  of  a  con- 
stituency. 

Mr.  Plumptre  was  glad  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Oxford  had  taken  his  stand  against 
this  Bill,  and  believed  the  great  body  of 
the  people  would  be  sorry  that  the  Chan* 
oellor  or  the  Exchequer  had  thought  it  ne« 
cessary  to  bring  in  such  a  measure.  Hb 
would  not  have  lent  himself  to  such  a  Bill 
if  he  had  looked,  as  be  ought,  to  Him  by 
whom  kings  reign,  and  by  whom  princes 
dispense  justice.  He  did  not  know  how 
they  could  hope  for  a  blessing  on  their  la* 
bourSj  if  they  gave  their  assent  to  a  mea- 
sure that  went  to  introduce  into  that 
House  a  people  who  said  that  the  great 
Head  of  the  Church  was  a  blasphemer  and 
an  impostor. 

Mx'.  GConneU  said  :  Yes;  injustice  had 
its  reward— iniquity  had  its  rewwrd— there 
was  a  blessing  attending  the  imposition  of 
the  burthens  of  the  State  on  the  shoulders 
of  the  Jews,  but  there  was  no  blessing  at- 
tendinff  the  doing  them  justice.  He  de« 
nied  that  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  who 
upheld  the  principle  of  persecution,  were 
actuated  by  Christian  principles,  and  he 
wished  to  know  by  what  right  they  dared 
to  assume  to  themselves,  as  legislators,  the 
principle  of  infallibilitv  ?  He  declared 
that  the  debate  was  disgraceful  to  the 
country.  He  could  not  refrain  from  tbe 
expression  of  his  abhorrence  of  the  odious 
and  unchristian  avowals  of  the  opposers  of 
this  Bill.  The  hon.  Baronet  who  led  that 
opposition  had  been  driven  from  one  posi- 
tion to  another,  and,  failing  in  exciting  the 
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HOUSE  OF  COMMONS, 
Wednesday  June  1,    1836. 

MnrvTM.]  BUb.  Reid  «  aeeond  tlm«i— Lom  SodftiM 
llrtlnid)  t  ClvU  OOeaf  Daotuitloii. 

P^tittow  pntentod.  By  Mr.  Powsi^  ftom  various  Plaoes* 
for  ExdM  Lioenoei'  (Ireland)  BilL— By  Sir  O.  Stsick- 
LAifD,  from  Bcmsley,  for  Repeal  of  the  Duty  on  Newt- 
Itaptn. — By  fe?eral  Uoif.  Mamaas,  ftom  various  Places, 
for  Alxditlon  of  Tithes  (Ireland).— By  several  Hon.  Max- 
BBRS,  ftom  various  Places,  not  to  agree  to  the  turds' 
Amendments  on  the  Municipal  CorporattonsT  (Ireland) 
BllL — By  Sir  Oaoaas  SraicKJLANo,  ftom  Bradfonl,  and 
Mr.  BaocKUEBURar,  ftom  Chorley,  (br  Amendment  of  the 
Factories'  Regulation  Act »  and  for  a  Ten  Hours'  BilL—By 
Visooimt  Acuaaow,  fttnn  LisnadiH,  for  an  Alteration  of 
the  law  lalatinc  to  Landlord  and  Tenant  i  and  ftom 
MariuthUlt  for  a  Law  to  Prohibit  the  use  of  Spirits  hy  the 
Lower  Orden ;  and  from  Armagh,  for  a  Protecting  Duty 
mi  the  Importatkm  of  Flax  (Ireland). — By  Mr.  Brocklb- 
Huaar,  ftom  Brewan  and  Ratallcn  of  Baer  in  Maccles- 
field* to  be  placed  on  the  same  footing  as  Licensed 
Victuallers. — By  Mr.  GuasT,  ftom  Merthyr  Tydvilj  for 
Revision  of  the  CMmhial  Code. 

Irish  Tithes  and  Corporate  Re- 
form «]  Mr.  William  Roche^  in  presenting 
a  petition  from  the  city  of  Limerick,  said, 
that  it  was  signed  by  no  less  than  nine 
thousand  citizens,  and  expressed  in  terms 
strong  and  emphatic,  yet  not  too  strong  or 
energetic  for  the  painful  necessity  of  the 
occasion,  their  indignant  feelings  on  the 
injustice  and  degradation  attempted  to  be 
put  upon  the  people  of  Ireland  by  being 
pronoMOced,  not  in  this  house,but  iu  another 
place,  unworthy  or  incapable  of  enjoying 
those  free  municipal  institutions  which  had 
been  recently  conferred  upon  the  people  of 
England  and  Scotland,  and  from  which  the 
people  of  England  and  Scotland  had, 
even  already,  experienced  considerable  ad- 
vantages. The  people  of  Limerick  and 
of  Ireland  felt  that,  like  individuals,  if 
nations  tamely  submitted  to  humiliation, 
the  insalt  was  sure  to  be  repeated,  until  at 
length  every  scintilla  of  national  right  and 
national  dignity  would  be  trampled  in  the 
dust«  Ireland  associated  herself  with  this 
country  on  terms  of  perfect  equality  and 
reciprocity.  She  had  performed  her  share 
of  the  compact  fairly,  fully,  and  honour- 
ably, and  she,  therefore,  claimed  from  this 
country,  as  the  other  contracting  party, 
the  same  share  of  faithful  and  honourable 
bearing.  If  she  obtained  it  all  would  be 
right,  but  if  she  did  not,  it  was  an  univer- 
sally admitted  maxim  that  the  violation 
of  a  compact  by  one  party  liberated  the 
obligations  of  the  other.  It  was,  there- 
forOi   that  the  petitioner!  implored  the 


House  to  stand  firm  in  the  maintenance  of 
perfect  justice  to  Ireland,  and  thereby  to 
ward  ok  the  fearful  consequences  that 
might  result  from  discontent  and  collision  ; 
for  Ireland,  while  willing  and  ready  to 
abide  by  every  covenant  in  her  engage* 
ment,  was  resolved  not  to  yield  up  a  par- 
ticle of  her  rights  or  her  honour.  In 
looking  to  the  tranquillity  and  prosperity 
of  Ireland,  the  petitioners  could  not  pass 
by  that  interminable  source  of  discord, 
strife,  and  bloodshed— the  tithe  system  ; 
but  as  that  topic  was  appointed  for  dis- 
cussion this  evening,  he  forbore  any  pre- 
sent comments  upoq  it. 
Petition  laid  on  the  Table. 

Tithes  and  Cnuacii — (Ireland).] 
Lord  John  Russell  said,  that  notice  of  an 
amendment  to  the  Order  of  the  Day  for' 
the  Second  Reading  of  the  Irish  Church 
Bill  having  been  given  by  the  noble  Lord 
opposite  (Lord  Stanley),  he  rose  to  state 
that  he  should  offer  no  opposition  to  the 
introduction  of  the  noble  Lord's  bill,  if 
the  noble  Lord's  motion  was  submitted  to 
the  House  as  a  substantive  one.  He 
should  then  treat  it  in  the  same  way  as  he 
last  year  dealt  with  a  motion  made  by  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  for  leave  to 
bring  in  a  bill  relative  to  tithe  in  Ireland, 
and  as  he  had  dealt  with  the  motion  of  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  R  Peel)  for  a  bill 
to  provide  for  the  voluntary  commutation 
of  tithe — that  was  to  say,  he  should  offer 
no  opposition  to  the  bringing  in  of  the 
bill.  But  if  the  noble  Lord's  motion 
were  to  be  made  as  an  amendment  to 
the  order  of  the  day,  it  would  of  course 
be  impossible  for  him  to  agree  to  it. 

Lord  Stanley  said,  it  was  undoubtedly 
his  wish  to  have  his  bill  brought  in,  and 
he  was  also  anxious  to  take  that  course 
which  would  at  once  be  convenient  to  th« 
Government,  and  likely  to  insure  a  fkir 
consideration,  both  of  his  proposition  and 
that  of  the  Government.  It  had  been  bit 
object  to  avoid  the  inconvenience  of 
making  his  motion  as  an  amendment  to 
the  second  reading  of  the  Ministerial  Bill, 
but  undoubtedly  he  did  mean  to  offer  his 
measure  as  a  substitute  for  that.  He 
would,  therefore,  take  the  liberty  of  asking 
a  question  in  answer  to  the  one  which, 
had  been  addressed  to  him.  He  wished 
to  know  whether,  if  he  were  to  bring  in 
his  bill,  his  noble  Friend  would  object  to 
postpone  for  three  weeks  the  second  read« 
iingof  the  Government  measurei  in  order 
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to  allow  time  for  the  printiog  and  full 
consideration  of  his  (Lora  Stanley's)  bill? 

Lord  John  Ruisell  undoabtedly  would 
not  consent  to  the  postponement  of  the 
second  reading  of  the  Irish  Church  Bill. 
It  had  now  l^n  some  time  before  the 
HoasCy  and  hon.  Gentlemen  must  be  quite 
ready  to  come  to  a  decision  on  its  princi- 
ple* It  was  not  his  intention  to  propose 
the  commitment  of  the  bill  until  some 
time  hence;  but  he  could  not  postpone 
the  second  reading  of  the  bill. 

Sir  Robert  Peel  be%ged  to  say,  that  the 
course  which  the  noble  Lord  (Lord  J. 
Russell)  proposed  to  pursue,  of  pressing 
his  bill  to  a  second  reading,  before  hi« 
noble  Friend  (Lord  Stanley)  had  an  oppor- 
tunity of  introducing  his  measure,  was 
contrary  to  the  course  taken  with  regard 
to  his  (Sir  R.  Peel's)  bill  for  the  voluntary 
commutation  of  tithe.  It  was  true,  that 
the  noble  Lord  permitted  the  introduction 
of  that  bill ;  but  when  he  (Sir  R.  Peel) 
proposed  to  read  the  bill  a  second  time, 
an  objection  was  taken  to  such  a  proceed- 
ing, on  the  part  of  one  of  the  Ministers, 
on  the  ground  that  the  House  could  not 
allow  of  the  second  reading  of  the  bill,  as 
a  matter  of  course,  because  that  would  be 
an  affirmation  of  its  principle.  If,  there- 
fore, the  noble  Lord  was  anxious  now  to 
pursue  the  same  course  as  had  been  taken 
with  respect  to  the  bill  for  the  voluntary 
commutation  of  tithe,  he  would  consent 
to  the  postponement  of  the  second  read- 
ing of  the  Irish  Church  Bill,  until  the 
measure  of  his  noble  Friend  (Lord  Stanley) 
was  introduced. 

Lord  John  Runcll  could  not  consent  to 
the  postponement  of  the  second  reading  of 
the  Irish  Church  Bill. 

The  Order  of  the  Day  for  the  second 
reading  of  the  Tilhe  Bill  (Ireland)  was 
read. 

Lord  Slanleg :  I  hope  the  interest  I  have 
at  all  times  taken  m  the  question  now 
under  consideration,  and  the  part  which  it 
was  my  lot  to  perform  on  vanous  occasions 
in  the  discharj^  of  my  official  duties,  will, 
at  leasti  vindicate  me  from  any  accusation 
of  undue  presumption  in  offering  myself  to 
the  notice  of  the  House  at  this  early  pe- 
riod. I  can  assure  my  noble  Friend,  that 
althouffh  I  feel  myself  compelled  to  come 
forward  upon  this  occasion,  1  do  it,  not  un- 
dervaluing the  importance,  the  difficulties, 
the  overwhelming  embarrassments  of  the 
suhject^  which  I,  as  much  as  any  man  in 
|be  Housei  feel;  and  nothing  should  have 
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me  to  take  upon  myadtf  a 
which  I  am  wnsihie  I  am  unequal^ 
ing  the  oonaidentioii  that  it  is  the 
duty  of  every  roan  who  has  a  oompdent 
aoquaintanoe  with  the  subject,  to  exert  his 
humble  abilides  to  the  utmost,  in  osder  to 
oflfer  a  proposition  whidi   may  affiiid  a 
chance  of  finally  settling  a  question  which 
has  embarrassed  Government  aftor  Gorefa- 
ment,  and  overthrown  Administration  after 
Administxatian — which,  so  long  as  it  re- 
mains unsettled,  must  interfere  materiallj 
with  the  tranquillity  and  welfare  of  Ireland 
especially,  and  of  the  empire  at  large — which 
must  foster  unnatural  enmities  and  unnsita- 
ral  alliances — ^which  must  keep  np  continued 
excitement  and  continued  difierenoes,  not 
only  between  parties  in  this  House;,  bat 
between  the  two  branches  of  the  Legtshi- 
ture.     If  I  thought,  that  the  present  ataie 
of  the  law  was  safe  for  the  Chordi,  credit- 
able    to  the   Government,  or    omiflialent 
with  the  maintenance  of  peace  and  tran- 
quillity in  Ireland,  my  task,  on  the  present 
occasion,  would  be  short  and  easy ;  because 
I  should  have  little  difficulty  in  exposing 
the  vices  in  principle,  and  the  many  faults 
in  detail,  of  the  present  Bill,  so  as  to  jus. 
tify  me  in  taking  the  straightforward  and 
simple  course  of  moving  its  rejection  on 
the   second  reading.     But   I   do  not  feel 
that  the  state  of  the  law  is  safe  for  the 
Church,  is  creditable  to  the  Government,  or 
is  consistent  with  the  maintenance  of  peace 
and  tranquillity  in  Ireland.     It  is  true,  no 
doubt,  that  by  an  Act,  which  I  was  fortu* 
nate  enough  to  be  the  instrument  of  pass- 
ing, the  clergy,  in  a  great  portion  of  Ire^ 
land,  are  recovering  their  incomes  with 
comparative  ease,  and  in  comparative  abund- 
ance ;  that  they  are  rescued  from  collisions 
with  the  peasantry;  and,  in  fact,  that  they 
are  at  this  moment  in  undisturbed  posses- 
sion of  a  considerable  portion  of  their  in- 
comes.    It  is  true,  also,  that,  by  the  inter, 
position  of  remedies  which  courts  of  law  pos- 
sess, the  rights  of  the  clergy  have  been  vindi- 
cated under  circumstances  sometimesof  great 
difficulty.  It  is  true,  also,  that  the  patience, 
the  forbearance,  and  the  moderation  of  the 
clergy,  for  the  most  part,  in  Ireland,  have 
been  conspicuous.     I  think  the  worst  ene- 
mies of  the  Church   will  not  deny  the 
general  moderation  and  forbearance  of  the 
clergy  of  Ireland.     I  say,  that  the  great 
majority  of  that  body  have  borne,  in  an 
exemplary  manner,  the  sufferings  and  pri- 
vations withjwhich  they  have  been  afflictedj 
individually    and    collectively.      If   hon. 

Gentlemen  wish  to  havo  a  dear  aud  ccm^ 
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vmetng  proof  of  the  estimation  of  that  con- 
duct in  this  country^  I  call  upon  them  to 
look  at  the  extraordinary  liberality  of  their 
Protestant  brethren  on  this  side  of  the 
water.  Their  patience  and  forbearance 
have  called  forth  a  strong  feeling  of  sym- 
pathy from  their  Protestant  brethren  in 
this  country,  and  have  afforded  a  striking 
and  irrefragable  proof  that  they  will  not 
allow  the  Irish  Church  to  be  overborne  by 
the  machinations,  the  frauds,  or  the  violence 
of  her  enemies.  It  is  because  they  have 
received  this  bountiful  and  kindly  mark  of 
sympathy — it  is  because  their  moderation 
has  elicited  this  tribute  of  respect  and  con- 
dolence, that  I  desire  in  their  amended  cir- 
cumstances, that  the  friends  of  the  Church 
of  Ireland,  and  the  members  of  the  Church 
of  Ireland,  should  exhibit  no  less  moderation 
in  their  demands,  no  less  reasonableness  in 
their  concessions,  than  they  displayed  in 
the  period  of  their  lowest  depression.  Be- 
cause extraordinary  exertions  of  the 
courts  of  law  have  produced  a  partial  re- 
medy, I  do  not  wish  to  see  those  extreme 
measures  brought  into  use :  it  is  because  we 
stand  in  a  comparatively  better  situation 
than  last  year  that  I  desire  to  come  forward 
and  not  to  oppose  the  second  reading  of  the 
Bill  of  my  noble  Friend,  without  submit- 
ting some  definite  and  tangible  proposition 
—not  exposing  myself  to  the  charge  of 
dealing  in  vague  generalities  and  empty 
professions,  but  asking  for  the  leave  of  the 
House,  which  I  can  hardly  think  will  be 
refused,  to  bring  in  a  Bill  to  show  how  far 
we  are  prepared  to  go.  If  I  were  to  take 
the  course  pursued  by  my  right  hon. 
Friend,  the  Member  for  Tamworth,  last 
year,  and  agreed  to  go  into  a  Committee  on  the 
Bill,  in  order  that  we  might  separate  the 
many  parts  to  which  we  do  object  from 
those  few  to  which  we  do  not  object,  the 
labour  would  be  hopeless  and  interminable; 
for  my  noble  Friend  has  so  ingeniously 
contrived  to  mix  throughout  the  measure 
the  principle  to  which  we  never  can  con- 
sent, with  details  in  themselves  so  impor. 
tant  as  almost  to  rank  as  principle,  that  it 
would  be  impossible  for  us,  as  on  the  for- 
mer occasion,  to  separate  one  portion  from 
the  other.  But  mainly  I  cannot  do  so, 
because  Government  is  placed  this  year  in 
a  very  different  position  to  that  in  which  it 
stood  last  year.  We  have  not  yet  foigotten 
the  course  Government  thought  it  their 
duty  to  pursue — a  strange  idea  of  duty  in 
my  mind — by  refusing  the  great  practical 
good  both  branches  of  the  Legislature  had 
consented  to  accompUshi  unless  it  wero  I 


accompanied  by  an  assertion  of  the  prin- 
ciple which  they  themselves  admit  could 
barely  be  brought  into  operation,  mis- 
chievous in  itself  and  dangerous  in  its  ap« 
plication.  They  have  told  us,  that  we  must 
not  mind  what' other  people  offer — that  we 
must  not  take  the  benefit  the  Lesislaturo 
is  disposed  to  give ,  and  it  is,  thereiore,  my 
duty  to  appeal  from  Government  to  the 
House  of  Commons,  and  to  the  reason  and 
moderation  of  the  people  of  England,  by 
stating  what  we  are  prepared  to  do—- 
namely,  frankly  to  deal  with  grievances 
which  we  frankly^ ^acknowledge;  and  to 
state  thus  far  we  will  go  readily  and  will- 
ingly, but  no  farther.  It  is  on  these 
grounds  that,  perfectly  sensible  of  the  diffi- , 
culties  which  attend  the  attempt  of  any 
individual  Member  to  bring  forward  a 
question  of  this  magnitude,  I  have  yet  felt  it 
my  bounden  duty  not  to  shrink  from  ad. 
dressing  myself  to  the  House.  I  trust,  if 
the  House  should  not  ultimately  agree  to 
my  proposition,  it  will,  at  all  events,  yield 
me  its  patient  and  calm  attention,  while  I 
endeavour  to  lay  before  it  the  real  state  of 
the  case,  by  adverting  to  the  course  which 
has  been  pursued,  and  the  course  we  are 
all  agreed  in  pursuing ;  and  then,-  by  eo. 
deavouring  to  show  on  how  trifling  a  prao-. 
tical  result  we  differ,  although  important 
in  principle,  which  I  am  not  at  all  disposed 
to  undervalue.  The  legislation,  with  re. 
gard  to  the  Church,  may  be  classed  mainly 
under  three  heads: — 1*  The  nature  of  the 
revenue.  2.  The  total  amount  of  the  re« 
venue.  3.  The  distribution  and  applica* 
tion  of  the  revenue.  The  two  statutes 
which  more  directly  bear  upon  this  question^ 
are  two  Acts,  both  of  which  it  feU  to  my 
lot  to  frame  and  prepare ;  one  of  which— »I 
mean  the  Church  Temporalities  Act — was, 
however,  introduced  to  the  House  by -my 
noble  Friend,  Lord  Spencer,  then  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer.  I  do  not  deal  at 
all  in  this  case  with  the  various  questions 
of  discipline,  pluralities,  non-residence,  or 
due  subordination  and  control  of  the  clergy, 
because  these  topics  belong  equally  to  the 
cases  of  England  and  Ireland ;  they  have 
always  been  considered  objects  of  great  im- 
portance, but  have  always  been  sedulously 
kept  apart— they  are  kept  apart  in  my 
noble  Friend's  •  Bill,  and  I  do  not  propose 
to  entangle  them.  As  to  the  three  points 
I  have  named,  the  Tithe  Composition  Act 
dealt  mainly,  if  not  entirely,  with  the  first 
— the  nature  of  the  revenue  of  the  Church. 
Although  the  case  must  be  familiar  to 
many  Members,    i   trust  I  shall  not  be 
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ibouglit  guilty  of  inmertiDent  vepelitaoii,  if 
1  call  to  their  recollection  what  were  the 
flomplainto  made,  the  remedies  proposed, 
and  how  far  those  remedies  applied  them- 
selves to  the  real  grievance.  That  Act 
sanctioned  and  laid  down  the  principle^  that 
for  ever  from  that  period  tithe  in  kind 
should  cease  and  be  abolished— that  it  no 
longer  should  be  raised  as  a  tax  upon  the 
industry  and  capital  of  the  occupying  and 
improving  tenant-^that  it  should  be  con- 
verted into  a  rent^harge--«that  it  should 
be  a  fixed  payment,  varying  only  with  the 
price  of  com— >that  it  should  be  charged 
upon  the  land-^hat  it  should  be  levied, 
not  upon  the  tenant  but  upon  the  landlord, 
and  that  a  proportionate  reduction,  in  con- 
sequenee  of  his  new  responsibility,  should 
be  made  in  favour  of  the  land*owner.  So 
far  as  the  great  leading  and  crying  griev« 
aooes  upon  the  tithe-payer  were  concerned, 
the  Tithe  Composition  Act  wholly  and 
entirely  met  the  evil.  I  say  it  broadly^ 
and  witliout  hesitation  or  qualification, 
tliat,  as  far  as  regarded  the  interests  of  the 
tithe-payer*-4ui  far  also  as  tithe  was 
charged  to  be  a  tax  upon  his  indttstry*^as 
far  as  regarded  the  oppression  and  extor. 
tion  of  tithe-proctorsy  and  as  far  as  regarded 
ooUisions  between  the  clergy  and  the  pea* 
santry,  the  Tithe  Composition  Act  com- 
pletely and  efiectuaUy  remedied  the  evil. 
And  as  with  respect  to  the  payments  made 
by  the  tithe-payer,  there  is  no  alteration  in 
the  Bill  now  introduced  by  my  noble 
Friend,  than  that  the  charge  is  thrown 
upon  the  landlord  immediately,  instead  of 
waiting  till  the  expiration  of  the  lease,  for 
which  he  receives**-end  I  do  not  object  to 
it— an  increased  reduction  in  the  amount 
of  tithe.  But  it  unfortunately  happens 
that,  in  the  decision  of  this  question,  vari- 
ous and  conflicting  interests  are  involved—- 
these  are  touched  in  different  parts  of  the 
measure,  some  dealing  with  the  amount, 
some  with  the  payment,  and  some  with 
the  distribution— all  with  the  most  oppo- 
site views  and  intentions,  but  all  supported 
by  the  declaration  that  one  part  of  the 
Bill  shall  not  pass  without  the  other« 
thereby  impeding  aod  preventing  the  settle. 
ment  of  the  whole  or  of  any  part  of  the 
subject.  Most  unfortunately  for  Ireland, 
most  unfortunately  fur  justice,  and  most 
unrortiinately  for  the  well-being  of  the 
empire — most  unfortunately,  too,  for  the 
embarrassment  of  liis  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment, in  an  evil  hour  and  for  political  pur- 
poses, they  tied  themselves  down  to  that 
principle  whidi  my  noble  Friend  ao  feel- 


ingly deplored  the  other  ^  his  mtkOkf 
to  shake  off.    What  do  they  declaro?  That 
they  wUl  not  give  peace  to  Ireknd  iMsiil  a 
principle  be  sanctioned  wloch  they  know 
cannot  be    adopted    by   the  Leg;isliftturo» 
Then,  let  us  see  who  are  the  parties  oob« 
cerned^  and  what  are  their  various  inter- 
ests.     The  landlord  and    tenant    are    in 
reality  concerned  in  this,  and  in   nothing 
but  this — in  the  amount  of  reduction   that 
shall  be  made,  and  in  the  manner  in  which 
the  burden  shall  be  placed  upon  the  aliouldera 
of  the  one   instead  of  the  other.       But 
who  else  are  concerned  ?    Those  who*  from 
religious  or  other  motivov  are  anxious  to 
destroy  the  Church  of  Ireland ;  those  sin- 
cere but  mistaken  men  who  think  that  this 
is  the  course  to  attain  their  object ;  those 
who  desire  to  reform  the  glaring  abuses  of 
the  Church ;  and  also  those  eoonomical  (I 
suppose  I  must  call  them)  politicians^  who 
think  they  can  screw  out  of  the  Church  a 
miserable  portion  to  effect    some   pitiful 
saving  whidi  would  never  be  felt  for  a 
moment  in  the  expenditure  of  the  country, 
and  who  fancy  that  the  power  of  extracting 
some  50,000/.   a^year  is  a  reason  which 
ought  to  warrant  the  House  of  Comraona 
in  refuring  to  settle  this  questkm.    It  nuiy 
be  said,  perhaps,  that  the  tithe-payers  have 
an  indirect  interest  in  coupling  the  question 
of  education  (for  by  a  species  of  courtesy  we 
must^  I  suppose,  consider  it  a  question  of 
education)  with  the  settlement  of  the  tithe 
question.  Undoubtedly  they  may  have  such 
an  indirect  interest  if  there  be  any  one  who 
expects  to  profit  personally,  or  even  in  hia 
connexions,  by  the  result.     They  may  have 
an  indirect  interest  if  they  doubt  the  readi- 
ness of  Parliament  to  provide  the  funds 
necessary  for  an  object  so  important  as  the 
national  education  of  the  people  of  Ireland. 
But  have  they  the  slightest  reason  to  doubt 
it?     Has  Parliament  shown,  the  smallest 
indisposition  to  give  large  and  liberal  grants 
for  such  a  purpose?     Do  they  really  and 
seriously  believe  tbat  there  is  one  Member 
in  the  House — I  will  not  except  even  the 
hon.  Representative  for  Middlesex— who 
would  say,  '*  I  will  refuse  you  50,000/., 
unless  you  can  obtain  it  by  screwing  it  out 
of  the  revenues  of  the  Church  of  Ireland  \ 
I  will  jiot  pay  any  man  so  bad  a  compli- 
ment as  to  imagine  him  ci4)able  of  such 
conduct.     Therefore,   we  may  assert  that 
tithe-payers  have  no  interest,  direct  or  in« 
direct,  but  in  the  first  portion  sanctioned 
by  my  noble  Friend's  measure  and  by  every 
measure,  only  it  is  the  Government  which 
says  that  this  sliall  not  pass  without  som^- 
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_  iaihe*  But  what  intereA  have  land** 
lards  or  penont  through  whose  agency  tithe 
payments  are  kept  up?  I  know  that 
through  shortjdgntedness  they  may  think 
^ey  have  a  pecuniary  interest  in  avoiding 
any  payment  hy  means  of  turbulence  and 
daaardet*  If  may  be  their  object,  therefore, 
to  exasperate  excitement-— to  encourage 
violenoe'-— to  rouse  the  deluded  peasantry 
for  what  cannot  profit  them,  but  may  pro- 
mote  the  payment  of  overgrown  and  ex-i 
tortionate  rents.  Thu  may  be  the  fault  of 
the  landlords  of  Ireland,  although  I  hope 
but  few  are  to  blame }  but  1  ask  his  Ma- 
jesty's Government  whether  it  will  join  in 
a  proceeding  to  keep  alive  this  excitement, 
and  indefinitely  to  postpone  the  tranquillity 
of  Ireland  ?  I  stated,  that  between  the 
tithe-payers  and  the  Church  there  will  be 
bat  one  question  of  interest — the  mode  in 
whidi  the  revenue  should  be  raised.  If  no 
reduction  Is  to  be  made  in  the  amount,  as 
respects  the  tithe-payers,  who  are  to  give 
precisely  the  same  sum,  the  distribution 
must  be  a  matter  of  perfect  and  entue 
indifference.  It  can  be  of  no  consequence 
to  the  Roman  Catholic  peasant  whether 
this  dergyman  is  overpaid  or  that  under- 
paid->-fais  only  point  of  interest  is  what  he 
IS  to  pay :— whether  the  sum  be  larger  or 
smaller  that  is  given  to  one  or  to  the  other, 
whether  the  money  is  well  or  Ul-distributcd, 
is  no  matter  to  him.  To  think  otherwise 
is  a  fallacy  and  a  delusion,  which  I  know 
my  noble  Friend  will  not  attempt  to 
encourage ;  for  the  tithe-payer  is  not  to  be 
benefitta^  one  farthing,  whether  the  Church 
be  defrauded  of  50,000/.  or  of  500,000/.  But 
as  between  the  State  and  the  Church  the 
amount  and  distribution  of  the  revenues  of 
the  CJhurch  is  a  matter  of  deep  interest ;  it 
is  deeply  the  interest  of  the  State  that  the 
ministers  of  religion  in  Ireland  should  not 
be  placed  in  a  situation  of  pecnniary  diffi- 
culty. Stationed  as  they  are  (to  use  an 
expression  of  my  noble  Friend)  like  a  sort 
of  Missionary  Church  on  the  outposts  of 
Protestantism,  it  is  the  interest  of  the  State 
to  take  care  that  the  members  of  that 
Missionary  Church  are  in  a  condition 
becoming  their  rank  and  education  as 
gentlemen,  so  as  to  enable  them,  decently 
and  respectably,  not  only  to  maintain  their 
families  (for  our  Church  does  not  enjoin 
celibacy)  free  from  unreasonable  cares  and 
afixieties,  but  to  exercise  hospitality,  and  to 
deal  out  charity  with  a  liberal  hand  in  parts 
of  the  country  where  perhaps  they  are 
almost  the  only  resident  gentry.     It  is 


important  for  the  State  to  see  that  tli0 
ministers  of  religion  are  as  far  removed 
from  luxunoos  amu^ce  on  the  one  hand  as 
from  sordid  poverty  on  the  other.  [Cheers, 
we  believe^  from  Mr,  O^Conneli^  If  the 
hon.  Member  cheers  me  because  he  doubts 
my  readiness  to  effect  both  these  oljects,  I 
entreat  him  only  to  suspend  his  judgment 
until  I  have  concluded  my  statement ;  and 
if  I  show  him  that  I  do  efiect  them,  I  call 
upon  him,  as  he  is  attached  to  his  native 
country,  to  support  my  proposition,  which 
will  only  make  the  clergy  cqui-distant  from 
luxurious  afikienoe  and  sordid  poverty. 
Therefore,  I  say,  the  State  is  interested 
both  in  the  amount  as  well  as  in  the  dis* 
tribution  of  the  revenues  of  the  Church. 
Some  may  think  that  the  State  has  a 
pecuniary  interest.  I  contend  that  it  is 
dangerous  to  admit  the  principle  that  it 
should  have  $  but  there  is  no  gentleman 
who  will  not  say  that  that  pecuniary  in* 
terest,be  it  50,000/.  or  100,000/.,  is  a  matter 
of  complete  and  utter  insignificance,  oom- 
pared  with  the  other  great  and  important 
points.  With  the  questions  both  of  amount 
and  distribution  the  Act  to  which  I'befbre 
referred,  regarding  Church  temporalities,  in 
some  degree  deut.  It  dealt  with  them 
imperfectly,  but  it  dealt  with  them  on  the 
principle  which  I  propose  to  carry  farther. 
As  to  the  amount,  it  recognised  large  defi- 
ciencies which  required  to  be  supplied ;  and, 
on  the  other  hand,  it  acknowledged  expen« 
sive  superfiuities  which  required  to  be  re. 
trenched.  It  admitted  the  necessity  and 
the  importance  of  relieving  the  people  of 
Ireland,  as  far  as  was  consistent  with  a  due 
maintenance  of  the  rights  and  interests  of 
the  clergy.  I  never  did  deny,  and  I  never 
shall  deny,  that  the  maintenance  and  well« 
being  of  the  Church  was  the  main  and  pro- 
minent object  at  which  we  ought  to  aim  in 
making  either  reductions  or  augmentations 
— I  did  not  set  out  to  cut  down  for  the 
sake  of  cutting  down  alone,  but  I  set  out 
to  cut  down  here  because  I  thought  I  could 
lieneficially  apply  there,  and  that  is  the 
principle  of  the  Bill  I  shall  conclude  by 
moving  to  introduce.  In  the  first  place, 
with  regard  to  the  amount.  It  will  be 
remembered  that  the  Church  Temporalities 
Act  reduced  the  number  of  bishoprics  by 
ten  ;  and  at  the  same  rime  relieved  the  peo- 
pie  of  Ireland  from  the  payment  of  a  tax 
for  repairing  the  exterior  of  the  Church, 
amounting  to  not  less  than  60,000/.  per 
annum.  That  wiu  a  direct,  plain,  and  dis. 
tinct  relief  to  those  who  contributed  to  the 
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maintenance  of  the  Church  in  Ireland.  In- 
dependently of  this,  owners  of  biBhops' 
leases  were  enabled^  by  the  provisions  of 
the  Bill,  to  obtain  permanent  possession  of 
lands  which  they  could  only  previously  hold 
under  leases  of  uncertain  dates.  These 
were  the  different  modes  of  relief  proposed 
by  the  Church  Temporalities  Act  to  be  con- 
ferred on  those  who  contributed  to  the  sup- 
port and  the  maintenance  of  the  Established 
Church.  But  there  were  undoubtedly  other 
objects  contemplated  by  the  same  Bill  for 
the  advantage  m  the  Church  itself:  among 
these  was  the  augmentation  of  small  livings, 
the  erectipn  of  gkbe-houses  where  requir^, 
the  dissolution  of  unions  where  the  8i£e  of 
the  union  and  extent  of  the  Protest-ant 
population  rendered  dissolution  necessary, 
the  repur  of  churches  where  they  had  been 
suffered  to  fall  into  decay,  and  the  erection 
of  churches  in  places  where  there  was  no 
decent  place  of  worship  for  the  Protestant 
congregation.  These  were  the  objects 
which  we  sought  to  obtain  by  the  reduc- 
tions we  imposed  in  various  wajrs  in  the 
revenues  of  the  Church  in  Ireland.  Now, 
what  were  those  reductions?  The  first 
and  principal  reduction  was  that  which  I 
have  already  stated^-the  abolition  of  a  cer- 
tain number  of  bishoprics.  The  next  most 
important  in  amount  was  the  tax  which 
we  imposed,  after  the  termination  of  exist- 
ing interests,  upon  two  of  the  bishoprics 
which  were  retained.  There  was  also  a 
graduated  tax  imposed  upon  all  benefices 
whose  incomes  exceeded  a  certain  amount. 
The  object  of  this  last  tax  was  not  to  pro- 
duce a  complete  equality  amongst  all  the 
livings  in  Ireland,  but  to  take  something 
from  those  which  could  better  spare  it,  in 
order  to  create  a  fund  out  of  which  the  exi- 

gsncies  of  the  incumbents  of  the  smaller 
vings  might  be  met.  I  do  not  mean  to 
say  that  the  principle  adopted  was  in  all 
respects  the  right  one,  because  I  am  pre- 
pared to  admit  Siat  the  proposed  reduction  of 
the  larger  and  more  valuable  livings  dealt 
with  the  amount  of  income  alone,  and  made 
no  reference  whatever  to  the  amount  of 
duties  to  be  performed,  I  admit  that  that 
is  the  principle  on  which  remuneration 
ought  to  be  afforded.  And  I  wish  I  could 
satisfy  my  noble  Friend  oppo8ite,that  we  go 
so  far  together  that,  if  it  were  not  for  a  litde 
foolish  pride,  and  a  little  foolish  shame,  it 
would  be  easy  for  his  Majesty's  Government 
to  unite  with  us  in  the  settlement  of  the 
important  question.  What  were  Lord 
Grey's  calculations,  at  the  time  that  he 
introduced  the  Church  Temporalities  Act, 


of  the  amount  of  revenue  to  be  obtained  ? 
and  what  were  the  objects  which  Ltotd 
Grev,  speaking  at  that  time  the  sentiments 
of  the  Government  and  of  the  Legislature, 
pointed  out  as  the  prominent   objects  to 
which  that  amount  of  revenue  was  to  be 
applied?     In  the  first  place,  fhe  Church 
cess  was  stated  at  60,000/l,  and  the  ordi- 
nary average  repair  of  churches  at  60,000/  ; 
and  so  near  was  that  sum  to  the  calculation 
now  made,  as  to  differ  from  it  only  by  a  few 
pounds ;  for  the  Ecclesiastical  Commission- 
ers, at  the  present  moment,  estimated  the 
cost    of  repairing  churches  in  Ireland  at 
fifty-nine  tnousandand  some  odd  hundred 
pounds.     But  Lord  Grey  considered  that  a 
large  sum  would  be  requisite  for  the  aug«- 
mentation  of  small  livings ;  and  in  order  to 
raise  the  minimum  income  of  every  clergy- 
man in  Ireland  to  SOOZ.  a-year,  he  calculated 
that  no  less  a  sum  than  46,000/.  per  annum 
would  be  necessary.    Beyond  this.   Lord 
Grey  calculated  that  20,000/!.  a  year  would 
be  required  for  new  churches,  and  10,000/1 
a-year  for  glebe-houses,  with  another  item 
which  I  do  not  recollect.      Lord  Grey, 
therefore,  charged  upon  the  fund  obtained 
by  the  reduction  of  bishoprics  and  the  tax 
upon  the  larger  living»— Lord  <jrrey  charged 
upon  that  fund,  as  deficiencies  which  re- 
quired to  be  supplied,  a  permanent  charge 
of  not  less  than  156,000/.  a  year.    But 
setting  aside  all  the  cases  of  the  building  of 
glebe-houses,  the  erection  and  repair  of 
churches,  the  augmentation  of  small  livings, 
&C.,  what  is  the  amount  of  the  permanent 
charge  which  the  Ecclesiastical  Commission- 
ers now  report  will  for  ever  be  upon  the  funds 
at  their  diisposal  P  69,000/.  a-year  ordinary 
current  expenses,    without  providing  for 
any  one  of  the  objects  which  it  was  the 
purpose  of  the  Church  Temporalities  Act 
to  accomplish  by  the  reductions  which  were 
to  take  place.    And  what  ts  the  amount  of 
the  revenue  of   which    the  Ecclesiastical 
Commissioners  are  now  in  the  receipt  ?  The 
amount  of  the  revenue  for  the  last  year  was 
29,000/. — 29,000/.  was    the    sum    which 
they  had    at    their  disposal  to  meet  the 
annual  current  expenses  of  69,000/.,  which 
annual  current  expense  was  incurred  with- 
out meeting  any  one  of  the    important 
objects  contemplated  by  the  Church  Tem- 
poralities '  Act    The  fund  at  the  disposal 
of  the  Ecclesiastical  Commissioners,  it  was 
proved  by  an  actuary's  calculation,  could 
not  be  out  of  debt  till  the  year  1873.    Till 
that  time  there  would  be  no  surplus;  there- 
fore till  that  time  none  of  the  objects  con- 
templated when  the  reductions  were  pro- 
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posed  could  be  effected.  Till  the  year  1873 
every  one  of  the  objects  contemplated  by 
the  Church  Temporalities  Act  must  be 
indefinitely  postponed.  What  is  the  reve- 
nue of  the  Church  Commissioners  this 
year  ?  It  is  considerable  —  I  think 
185,000/.  A  large  revenue  undoubtedly. 
But  how  is  it  made  up>  and  how  much  of 
it  is  income,  and  how  much  capital }  How 
much  of  it  can  they  rely  upon  ?  And  how 
much  is  there  upon  the  receipt  of  which 
they  cannot  reasonably  rely?  Of  this 
185,000/.  there  is  no  less  a  sum  than 
150,545/.  which  constitutes  no  portion  of 
the  annual  income  of  the  Church.  The 
Commissioners  have  sold  1  ]  ,000/.  of  stock, 
losing  of  course  the  perpetual  interest  pay- 
able upon  that  stock,  for  which  they  re- 
ceived 10,993/*  They  have  leased  the 
domains  and  lands  of  two  bishoprics — thus 
again  trenching  upon  a  source  which  was 
calculated  upon  as  yielding  a  permanent 
fund  for  defraying  the  necessary  expenses 
of  the  Church.  Xhey  have  let  the  domains 
and  lands  of  two  bishoprics;  and  how? 
They  have  reduced  the  rent,  and  taken  a 
large  fine,  4,000/.,  in  anticipation  of  rent. 
Then  they  have  had  a  loan  from  Govern- 
ment, amounting  to  46,000/.  "  Oh,  but," 
it  is  said,  **  that  is  a  loan  from  the  Board 
of  Works ;  we  borrowed  of  the  Government 
with  one  hand,  and  we  have  paid  it  with 
the  other.  We  borrowed  from  the  Trea- 
sury 46,000/.,  and  in  order  to  pay  the 
Treasury  we  have  borrowed  46,000/.  from 
the  Board  of  Works :"— 89,000/.  has  been 
spent  in  the  course  of  the  present  year. 
What  has  become  of  it  ?  Has  it  been  ex- 
pended in  such  a  manner  as  to  yield  inter- 
est, or  produce  any  return  ?  No ;  it  has 
been  expended  in  the  payment  of  interest 
on  sums  borrowed,  and  for  other  purposes, 
which  carry  it  away  from  the  Commission- 
ers for  ever.  Thus  it  will  be  seen,  that 
89,000/.  monies  expended,  46,000/.  monies 
borrowed,  11,000/.  stock  soldj  and  4,000/. 
fines  paid  in  anticipation  of  rent,  making 
altogether  a  total  of  1 50,545/.,  are  to  be 
deducted  from  the  nett  income  of  185,000/. 
which  the  Commissioners  have  at  their 
disposal,  and  of  which,  allow  me  to  say, 
they  had  before  in  their  hands  a  balance  of 
17,000/.  This  b  the  state  of  the  funds  on 
which  the  Commissioners  have  to  rely  for 
the  augmentation  of  small  livings,  the 
building  of  glebe-houses,  and  the  erection 
and  repair  en  churches.  I  state  this  on  the 
authoritv  of  the  Commissioners  themselves. 

m 

I  should  have  added,  that  the  46,000/.  is 
not  all  that  they  have  lx>rrowed,  because 
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they  have  actually  borrowed  by  anticipa* 
tion  not  less  than  56,000/.  They  propose 
to  increase  their  debt  of  56,000/.  to  be 
borrowed  from  the  Government.  Have 
they  got  this  money  to  deal  with  ?  Not  at 
all.  The  46,000/.  and  the  56,000/.  arc  at 
the  present  moment  actually  engaged  for 
by  contracts  of  so  pressing  a  nature,  that 
they  cannot  be  postponed  beyond  the  pre- 
sent year.  Let  the  House  bear  with  me 
whilst  I  read  an  extract  from  the  Report 
of  the  Commissioners,  stating  the  means 
they  have  at  their  command,  the  applica- 
tions that  are  made  to  them,  and  the  means 
that  they  have  of  meeting  them. 

''  One  of  the  most  onerous  and  important 
duties  which  have  engaged  the  attention  of  the 
Commissioners,  was  that  connected  with  the 
repairs  of  churches  and  chapels.  The  provin- 
cial architects  having  been  employed  in  their 
respective  provinces  in  inspecting  and  report- 
ing upon  the  nature  and  extent  of  the  repairs 
of  such  churches  as  appeared  to  be  in  the 
greatest  need  of  repair,  and  in  furnishing  de- 
tailed estimates  of  such  repairs  as  they  recom- 
mended to  be  immediately  executed,  detailed 
estimates  were  accordingly  furnished  by  them, 
and  have  been  carefully  examined ;  but  as  the 
state  of  the  Commissioners'  funds  only  ad- 
mitted of  a  selection  being  made  of  the  most 
pressing  cases,  and  as  delay  only  increased  the 
evil,  they  deemed  it  prudent  and  indispensa- 
ble to  enter  into  engagements  to  the  amount 
of  75,000/.,  of  which  sum  21,000/.  was  reserved 
and  set  apart  from  and  out  of  their  general 
fund ;  and  the  residue  of  the  unappropriated 
100,000/.  which  the  Commissioners  of  public 
works  are  authorised  to  advance,  was  made 
applicable  to  this  purpose,  the  Commissioners 
having  received  an  assurance  that  the  Com- 
missioners of  public  works  in  Ireland,  with  the 
consent  of  the  Lords  of  the  Treasury,  would 
advance  the  same  when  required. 

"  To  the  1st.  instant  an  expenditure  of 
11,336/.  8s.  6d.  was  incurred  in  the  partial  ex- 
ecution of  these  repairs,  leaving  engagements 
to  the  amount  of  63,663/.  1 1s.  6dL  outstanding 
on  that  day ;  but  it  is  to  be  observed  tliat,  in 
the  engagements  entered  into,  provision  had 
not  been  made  for  the  repairs  of  the  greater 
portion  of  the  churches  throughout  Ireland. 

**  And  we  have  to  report,  under  the  head  of 
incidental  repairs  of  churches,  which  sustained 
injury  by  reason  of  any  unforeseen  event,  an 
expenditure  to  the  amount  of  447/.  15s.  8^. 

"  The  Commissioners  have  also  to  state, 
that  applications  have  been  received  for  aid, 
not  only  for  the  enlargement  of  several  churches, 
where  the  accommodation  has  been  reported 
to  be  (juite  insufficient  for  the  respective  con- 
gregations, but  also  for  the  re-building  or  erec- 
tion of  sixty  churches ;  and  in  many  of  these 
applications  the  parties  have  expressed  their 
willingness  to  contribute  sums,  varying  in 
amount  from  GO/,  to  600/.     Several  of  iho^e 
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appeared  to  be  so  pressing ;  that  the  Commis- 
sioners have  been  induced  to  direct  a  special 
memorandum  to  be  taken  of  the  cases,  in  order 
that,  as  soon  as  they  have  any  funds  available 
for  such  purpose,  the  wants  of  the  parties  may 
be  proviaed  for." 

Here,  according  to  the  Commissionera' 
own  showing,  are  pressing  and  important 
exigencies  of  the  Church  which  lliey  have 
DO  means  of  meeting.  Here  are  parishes 
without  churches,  and  where  the  want  of 
them  is  so  much  felt  titat  the  Protestant 
population  are  ready  to  come  forward  and 
to  contribute  a  large  portion  of  the  cost 
of  erecting  them.  Here  are  parishes  where 
the  churches,  either  from  want  of  size  or 
from  being  out  of  repair,  are  insufficient  or 
unBt  for  the  accommodation  of  the  Protest- 
ant population.  Here  are  glebe-houses 
in  need  of  repair — here  are  benefices  with- 
out glebe-houses  to  the  amount  of  no  less 
than  535  throughout  Ireland — here  are 
benefices  in  which  there  are  no  churches 
for  the  Protestant  population,  to  the 
amount  of  no  less  than  210 — benefices  not 
parishes— and  this  bankrupt  fund — this 
fund  which  will  be  bankrupt  till  the  year 
1873,  and  which  ftl  present  is  plunging 
Itself  necessarily,  year  by  year,  deeper  and 
deeper  into  debt, we  are  told  is  the  fund  to 
which  we  are  to  look  for  the  supply  of  all 
these  deficiencies — for  the  accomplishment 
of  all  those  Protestant  purposes  which 
the  resolution  of  this  House  affirmed  were 
to  be  fully  achieved  before  it  would  consent 
to  appropriate  one  farthing  of  the  revenues 
of  the  Church  to  other  objects.  When  I 
state  this,  do  I  quote  the  sentiments  of  the 
Established  Church  alone,  or  of  those 
Gentlemen  only  who  sit  on  this  side  of  the 
House?  I  quote  the  sentiments  of  the 
resolution  upon  which  you  stand— that, 
first  and  before  all  things,  due  and  adequate 
provision  must  be  made  for  the  Protestant 
Church  in  Ireland  and  till  that  provision 
is  made,  you,  the  Parliament  of  England, 
are  pledged  not  to  sanction  the  application 
of  these  funds  to  any  other  purposes.  Hon. 
Gentlemen  say,  **  We  admit  it  is  very 
possible  it  may  be  so — we  admit  that  there 
may  be  a  deficiency,  at  the  present  moment, 
in  the  means  of  providing  for  the  objects 
contemplated  by  the  Church  Temporalities 
Act — we  admit  that  it  may  be  necessary 
for  you  to  take  another  mode  of  providing 
for  I  hem."  But,  at  the  same  time,  they 
soy,  **  Tiie  Church  in  Ireland,  as  it  stands 
lit  present  (the  amount  of  its  revenues  is 
so  v.ist)  is  in  such  a  state  of  pampered 


luxury^  that  for  its  own  sakOf  M  in  the 

case  of  a  person  auHering  from  plethora,  4 
copious  bloodletting  is  absolqtely  oecevsarj 
to  preserve  the  life  of  the  patient."  Now 
what  is  the  actual  state  of  the  Chqrch  in 
Ireland?  I  take  my  noble  Friend's  owo 
calculation,  I  deal  with  nothing  else  t\mn 
the  calculations  and  proposaU  of  my  noble 
Friend  himself.  I  find,  iVom  these  cal^ 
culations,  that  my  noble  Friend  estimates 
tbeamount  of  tithes  in  Ireland  atd63,000i., 
a-year,  the.  amount  of  glebes  at  86,000/. 
and  the  amount  of  ministers*  money  at 
10,000i.,  making  a  total  of  469,000i.  as  the 
whole  net  income — including  tithes,  ioclttd-* 
ing  glebes,  including  ministers'  mooey, 
459,000/.  is  the  total  amount  which  beloogs 
to  the  parochial  clergy  of  Ireland,  for  tho 
support  and  maintenance  of  the  Protestant 
religion  throughout  the  country.  Allow 
roe  to  ask,  then,  what  is  the  income  which 
.would  be  afforded  out  of  this  4$9,000/.  to 
every  clergyman  in  Ireland,  supposing 
every  clergyman  to  be  placed  on  a  precise 
equality  in  point  of  income?  My  noble 
Friend  stated,  when  he  brought  the  sub* 
ject  f(5rward  on  a  former  occasion,  that 
there  were  1 ,385  benefices  in  Ireland ; 
but  by  some  process  which  he  did  not 
very  distinctly  explain,  and  which  does 
not  appear  on  the  face  of  the  Bill,  he  pro- 
poses to  reduce  the  1,385  benefices  to 
1,250.  The  average  provision  of  the 
clergy  from  tithe  alone,  according  to  the 
present  amount  of  benefices,  and  supposing 
the  revenue  of  each  to  be  equal,  would  be 
255/.  Now,  before  I  go  further,  let  me  ask 
whether  bon.  Gentlemen  are  prepared  to 
lay  down  this  position  (if  they  are  so 
prepared,  it  will  oe  a  new  position,  which 
nas  not  yet  been  laid  down  in  Parliament) 
that,  for  a  well-educated  gentleman, having 
a  family  to  support,  being  precluded  by 
his  avocation  from  resorting  to  any  other 
means  of  increasing  his  means  of  existence, 
300/.  is  given  as  an  extravagant  or  absurd 
amount  of  income  ?  I  ask  whether  it  is  ao 
absurd  minimum  of  income  for  such  a  man  ? 
If  you  have  a  sufficient  sum  to  deal  with, 
you  will  only  be  placing  the  clergy  of  Ire- 
land in  a  state  of  decent  competency,  if 
you  say  that  none  of  them  shall  be  depend- 
ent upon  a  less  income  than  300/.  a*ycar. 
Do  I  say  that  they  should  not  have  duties 
to  perform  ?  Far  from  it.  But  I  say  that  the 
remuneration  should  be  proportionate  to  the 
duty,  and  that  the  proportions  should  be 
allotted  in  such  a  manner  as  that  no  clergy- 
man should  receive  less  than  300/.     It  is 


1359 


Tiihe$  «m(  CknTch^        { J  u  k  s  I } 


(Ireland J. 


UU 


net  only  that  the  clergyman  has  his  own 
imrnediate  wants,  and  ihe  immediate  wants 
of  a  family  to  provide  for — il  is  i»ot  only 
that  he  has  the  manner  and  bearing  of  a 
gentleman  to  sustain— but  he  should  also 
have  within  his  power  something  of  the 
means  of  exercising  charity  in  his  neigh- 
bourhood, and  of  assisting  the  wants  of  the 
poor  in   his  parish.     These  are  not  the 
only  points  to  be  considered  in  the  situation 
of  the  clergyman;  it  must  be  remembered 
that  he  has  to  look  forward  to  the  means 
of  existence  which  it  may  be  in  his  power 
to  extend  to  those  who  may  be  left  behind 
him.     In  dealing  with  the  situation  of  the 
clergy,  and  in  considering  the  amount  of 
income  to  be  allotted  to   each,   this  is  a 
point  which  ought  never  to  be  overlooked. 
The  clergyman*a  income  ceases  with  his 
life,  and  I  ask  the  Ilou^e  how  that  man  can 
efficiently  discharge   his  duty — how  that 
man  c<in   preach   to   his   flock    the  doc- 
trine,   that  they  should  take  no  anxious 
thought  for  the  things  of  the  morrow,  when 
ha  reflects  that  if  accident  or  the  will  of 
Providence  should  terminate  his  life  at  that 
moment,  hit  widow  and  orphans  would  be- 
come beggars,  and  be  thrown  destitute  upon 
the  world,  because   he  had  not  had  the 
means  of  making  even  a  trifling  provision 
against  the  aeason  of  old  age  ?  1  appeal  to 
the  House  of  Commons  as  a  House  of 
Oenllemen.     I  ask  them  to  put  the  case 
home   to  themselves.     They   know   that 
amongst  the  clergy  of  Ireland    there  are 
many  as  well  born,  as  well  educated,  as 
well  brought  up,  men  of  as  high  distinction, 
of  as  nice  feeling,  of  as  much  ability,  and 
of  as   much    gentlemanly  mind   as   any 
Gentleman  whom  I  have  the    honour  to 
address.     I  ask  hon.  Gentlemen,  to  make 
the  ease  their  own  ;  and  living  in  a  retired 
neighbourhood,  but  still  more,  living  in  a 
crowded  town,  subject  to  the  expenses  of 
a  town,  and  with  arduous  duties  to  perform 
— 1  ask  them  how  they  would  look  upon 
their  own  circumstances  if  they  were  told 
to  maintain  a   family    on  an   income  of 
300/.  a  year  ?     I   assume,  then,  that  you 
will  ^ye  300/.  a  year  as   the  minimum. 
But,  unless  you  are  prepared  to  make  an 
aheolute  equality,  you  Iiave  not  such   an 
amount  of  money  to  deal   with    as  will 
yield  .^00/.   a-year  to  evi^ry  clergyman  in 
Ireland.     Arc  we  to  have  a  cKrgynian  to 
every  chiiroh  in  Ireland  p     Is  it  an  exorbi- 
tant demand  on  the  part  of  the  Protest- 
ants  in  Ireland,  that  where  there  is  a  po. 
pulation  desiring  to  have  the  service  of  the 


Established  Church  performed,  there  should 
be  a  clergyman  to  perform  it  ?     According 
to  my  noble  Friend's  statement,  there  are 
l,.Sfi5  benefices  in  Ireland,  and  1,540  li- 
censed places  of  worship.   With  these  facts 
staring  you  in  the  face,  my  noble  Friend 
proposes  to  reduce  the  number  of  clergy- 
nncn   to   1,250.     He  proposes   that   there 
shall    be  1,250  clergymen  to  perform  the 
service  in    1,540  licensed  places  of  wor- 
ship, according;  to  the  usase  and  practice 
of  the   Established   Churcn.     Now,  sup- 
posing the  number  of  clergymen  to  be  equal 
to  the  number  of  benefices — that  is  to  say« 
1,385,  and  supposing,  as  the  noble  Lord 
has  stated,  the  whole  amount  of  the  reve- 
nues of  the  parochial  clergy  to  amount  to 
459,000/.  a-year,   the  average   income    of 
each  clergyman,  supposing  an  equal  distri- 
bution to  be  made,  would  be   299^*   per 
annum.     If  the  number  of  the  clergy  were 
reduced,  as  the  noble  Lord  proposes,  to 
1  fi50,  the  average  income  of  each  would 
be   3661.  a-year ;    but   if  the  number  of 
licensed  places  of  worship  were  to  be  taken, 
namely  1,540,  the  average  income  of  each 
would  be  only  Q99^>     1  challenge  contra- 
diction to  these  facts.     You  may  put  them 
which   way  you    please — you    may   turn 
them  and  twist  them  as  you  will — I  defy 
you  to  contradict  one  of  these  statements. 
Well,  my  noble  Friend  proposes  to  reduce 
the  number  of  clergymen  to   1,250.     How 
does  he  propose  to  pay  them  ?     I  really  am 
almost  afraid  of  seeming  to  misrepresent 
my   noble  Friend's  proposition  upon  this 
point,  yet  I  can  assure  the  House  that  my 
statement   is  correct.     My  noble  Friend 
proposes  to  assign  to  1 ,008  of  the  clergy, 
men,  who  are  each  to  perform  the  duties 
of  more  than  one  benefice,  an  income  of 
less  than  300/.  a.year;  to  118,  an  income 
of  less  than  200/.  a-year ;  and  finally,  he 
binds  himself  down   by  one  of  the  most 
stringent  provisions  of  his  Act  to  starve 
129  out  of  the  1,250  beneficed  clergy  of 
Ireland    upon  an    income    that  shall  not 
exceed  100/.  a-year.     I  proceed  to  another 
part  of  the  calculations.     I  am  not  adopt, 
ing  now  my  noble  Friend's  principle;  but 
I  am  Ciideavouring  to  show  to  you  that  the 
whole  amount  of  the  income  or  the  Church 
in  Ireland,  properly  distributed,  so  far  from 
entitling  it  to  the  name  of  a  bloated  and  a 
pampered    Church,  is  sufHcient   only    to 
atford  a  m(xlerate  income  to  each   of  its 
clergy.     Suppose  I  take  my  noble  Frit  iid's 
proposal,  that  there  shall  be  only  1 ,250  Ik'- 
nefired  clergymen  in  Ireland  ;  and  supposi; 
I  allfit  t<»  each  who  shall  have  a  Protesitant 
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congregation  of  not  less  than  500  souls  an 
income  of  300/.  a-year  ;   to  each  who  Has  a 
Protestant  congregation  of  not  less  than 
1,000  souls,  an  income  of  400/.  a-year;  and 
to  each  who  has  a  Protestant  congregation 
of  not  less  than  2,000  souls,  an  income  of 
500/.  a-year,  and  let  500/.  a-year  be  the 
vtaaimttm  that  you  would  give  in  any  in- 
stiince — let  500/.  a-year   be  the    highest 
price  that  the  Protestant  clerg}  man  should 
liavc  it  in  his  power  to  obtain.     Making 
these  proportions,  I   find   by  referring   to 
the  returns  which  Iiave  been   laid  before 
Parliament,   that   you    would    hare    fifty 
clergymen  with  500/.   a-year ;  500  with 
400/.  a-year,  and  800  with  300/.  a-year  ; 
and   this   Mould   exceed    by  5,000/.    the 
whole  amount   of  the   income  at  present 
derived  from  the  revenues  of  the  parochial 
clergy  in  Ireland.     These  calculations  are 
irrefutable.     But   the   income  which   my 
noble   Friend    proposes    to   allot    to    the 
clergy,  which  in  no  instance  is  to  exceed 
300/.  a-year,  and  in  many  instances  nvill 
be  less  than  100/.  a*  year,  is  not  to  be  paid 
without  deductions.  For  some  reason  which 
the   noble  Lord   has  not  explained,    and 
which  I  certainly  cannot  for  one  moment 
couiprehend,  a  deduction   of  2^  per  cent, 
is  to  be  made  even  upon  the  paltry  and 
inadequate  pittance  of  100/.  a-year.    My 
noble  Friend,  perhaps,  will  say,  "  Notwith- 
standing the  statement   you   have  made, 
there  is  an  ample  income  for  the  clergy — 
your  statement  of  figures  must  all  go  for 
nothing — there  are  too  many  benefices  in 
Ireland,  let  us  diminish  their  number  ;  if, 
for  instance,  we  reduce  them   from   1,385 
to  1,250,  the  average  income  of  the  cler- 
gyman will  of  course  be  increased."     Now 
what  is  the  average  Protestant  population 
of  every  benefice  in  Ireland.^     I  beg  the 
House  to  bear  in  mind  that  I  am  tiilking 
all  this  time  of  averages;  and  that  I  am 
endeavouring  to  show  whether  the  whole 
income  of  the  Church  in   Ireland  is,  as  a 
whole,  too  much.     Taking  the  number  of 
benefices  at  1 ,250,  the  average  amount  of 
income   to  each    would   be   366/.     What 
Mould  be  ihe  aveia;:e  number  of  Protest- 
ants in  each  ?      By  the  returns  laid  before 
rarliament,   it  appeared  that  there  would 
in  each  benefice  be  an  average  of  nearly 
700  members  of  the  Established  Church. 
[Lord   MoqHjth;  571.]  It  appears,  by  the 
llejiort   of  the    Comuiissioners,   that   the 
meinliers  of  the  Establijjied  Church  in  Ire- 
l.iiid    amount    to    852,084;     divide    this 
number  by  1,250,  the  pro])osed  number  of 
benefices,  and    the  average   will    be   681, 


not  very  far  short,  as  the  noble  Lord  will 
see,  of  700.     In  the  next  place,  let  us  see 
what  is  the  area  over  which  the  labours  of 
these  clergymen   would  [be    spread,    and 
I  take   this    as    an    average,    includtng 
all  the  small  benefices,  all  the  great  towns, 
and  I  find  that  the  average  area  of  each 
of  the    1,250  benefices  would  be  10,000 
acres,  or  fifteen  square  miles.     Now,  this 
is  the  state  of  the  Church  in  Ireland  as  far 
as  figures  are  concerned — 1,250  benefices, 
with  an   average  income  of  366/.   a-y«ir 
each ;  a  Protestant  population  of  700  each, 
and   an   area  assigned  to  each  of  fifteen 
square   miles.      These  are  calculations  of 
figures  which  I  defy  my  noble  Friend  to 
contradict;  they  aie  figures  which  I    do 
venture  to  hope  may  make  an  impression 
upon  some  Gentlemen  who  have  been  led 
away  by  the  delusions  and  fallacies  which 
have  been  so  generally  and  so  industriously 
circulated  upon  this  question.      I   know 
that  I  am  trespassing  upon  the  patience  of 
the  House  ;  but  I  will  endeavour  to  merit 
its  indulgence  by  compressing  my  obser* 
vations  to  within  the  narrowest  possible 
limits ;  yet,  to  be  candid,  I  am  siraid  I 
shall  be  under  the  necessity  of  trespassing 
on  its  attention,  even  yet,  for  some  con- 
Kiderable  time.     It  is  said,  that  the  bene- 
fices in  Ireland   are    too   numerous,    and 
my  noble   Friend,    with   great  judgment 
and  ingenuity,  has  related  as  an  instance 
illustrative  of  this  operation  the  diocese  of 
Cloyne,  where  several  livings  lie  together 
in  the  immediate  neighbourhood  of  each 
other,  where  the  Protestant  population  is 
comparatively   small,    and  where  the  in- 
come of  the  Established  Church  is   very 
considerable.     These  undoubtedly  furnish 
instances  well  calculated  to  illustrate  the 
position  laid   down    by  the    noble  Lord. 
But  my  noble  Friend  should    not  take  a 
one-sided  view  of  the  question,  nor  should 
the    House  take  a   one-sided  view  of  it. 
The    first    case    I    shall    mention  is  the 
benefice  of  Inuis  Massaint,  in  the  diocese 
of  (Jlogher,    where   the    number  of  Pro- 
testants is   3,756,  the  extent  is  twenty- 
one  miles  by  three,  the  clergy  four,  doing 
duty  in  one  church  and  two  chapels,  and  the 
income  between  the  whole  500/.  But  when 
I  mention  income,    I  speak  of  the  gross 
amount,  without  miiklng'unydeduction.  Let 
the  House  recollect  that  from  every  income 
which  I  may  mention  a   deduction  is   to 
be  made   for  expenses    of  collection,  and 
which  actually  will    be   made  under  the 
Bill  of  my  noble  Friend.     The  next  bene- 
fice is  in  the  diocese    of  Kilmore,  being 
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the  united  parishes  of  Templepoit  and 
Dunally.  The  number  of  Protestants 
there  is  2,023,  the  extent  of  the  benefice 
is  twenty-nine  miles  in  length ;  the  num- 
ber of  clergymen  two,  doing  duty  in  two 
chapels.  Tliere  are  also,  three  schools 
in  the  parish.  The  next  are  the  united 
parishes  of  Clanguish  and  Killoe^  in  the 
diocese  of  Ardagh,  with  a  Protestant  popu- 
lation of  1,518 ;  the  extent  is  sixteen  miles 
by  eleven.  There  are  three  clergymen 
with  two  parishes,  and  the  income  of  the 
whole  is  996/.  In  the  same  diocese  is  the 
benefice  of  Granard,  consisting  of  five 
parishes  with  a  Protestant  population  of 
2,231— that  of  the  lowest  being  268^  and 
of  the  highest  692, — there  are  six  cler- 
gymen, five  chupcls,  and  the  income  fur 
the  whole  is  1 ,360/.  The  next  benefice  is 
that  of  Fircal,  in  the  diocese  of  Meath. 
It  consists  of  six  parishes,  containing  1,289 
Protestants — the  lowest  being  127,  the 
highest  368.  In  extent  it  is  twenty-two 
miles  long,  by  between  five  an<i  seven 
broad.  There  arc  six  clergymen  doing 
duty  in  five  chapels,  with  a  joint  income  of 
385/.  a-year.  The  next  is  the  bt  nefice  «f 
TcrmonuHguish,  in  the  archdiocese  of  Ar- 
magh, containing  a  population  of  1,722 
Protestants.  Its  extent  is  eleven  miles  by 
ten :  it  has  three  clergymen  and  two  cha- 
pels; the  income  800/.  a-year.  Another 
benefice — that  of  the  united  parishes  of 
Kilcul,  Kilco,  and  Kilmayne,  in  the  diocese 
of  Down,  containing  4,384  Protestants — 
the  extent  is  considerable,  Kilcul  being 
S'jmc  miles  distant  from  the  others.  There 
arc  in  it  four  clergymen,  with  three  cha- 
])els,  the  income  is  1,600/.  The  next  is 
the  benefice  of  Ardstran^  in  the  diocese  of 
Derry,  with  a  Protestant  population 
of  3,658  persons.  The  extent  is  fifteen 
miles  long  by  ten  and  a-half  broad,  there 
are  two  clergymen,  and  one  church,  and 
two  chapels;  the  income  is  1,094/.  There 
are  many  others  in  the  list  before  me 
which  I  am  unwilling  to  detain  the  House 
by  reading.  In  some,  the  extent  of  the 
benefice  is  fourteen  miles  by  twenty-eight. 
Another  is  forty  long  by  sixteen  broad, 
Another  is  the  benefice  of  Ballynakil,  in 
the  diocese  of  Meath,  in  noticing  which, 
I  would  use  the  language  of  the  Commis- 
sioners; they  said — 

"  This  benefice  comprises  the  greatest  part  of 
Connemara,  Ballynahill,  Moycross,  and  B.ill- 
indown,  and  contiguous  to  Umma,  KtHan- 
mine  (94  Est.  Ch.)  lies  at  a  distance  of 
thirteen  mites  from  the  Church.  Arranmore, 
SoDumaini    Enoisar,   and  EoDisbifiiPi    are 
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islandslyingata  distance  ofsomc  miles  from  ll»c 
main  land.  The  extreme  points  of  the  benelice 
are  probably  fifty  miles  distant  from  each 
other." 

This  is  only  one  case  of  a  class  out  of  which 
many  equally  strong  might  be  cited.  Here, 
then,  there  is  an  acknowledged  and  glaring 
deficiency  of  income  to  be  supplied,  and  the 
duties  which  fall  to  the  lot  of  the  clergymen 
are  of  far  too  onerous  a  nature  to  be  de- 
volved upon  them,  if  it  be  expected  that 
they  can  be  adequately  and  fully  discharged. 
Before  I  proceed  to  consider  the  principle 
of  my  noble  Friend's  Bill,  I  will  recall  to 
the  recollection  of  the  House  the  resolution 
on  which  it  is  founded.  The  object  which 
was  contemplated  by  that  resolution  was  a 
final  and  satisfactory  settlement  of  this 
whole  question.  Now,  how  far,  under  any 
circumstances,  this  question  can  be  fmally 
settled,  I,  for  one,  know  not.  I  recommend 
my  noble  Friend  to  reflect.  [^Hear,  hear.^ 
I  thank  hon.  Gentlemen  for  that  cheer. 
My  noble  Friend,  who  has  come  down  so 
strenuously  supported  on  this  occasion, 
ought  rightly  to  know  and  duly  to  estimate 
—  I  dare  say  my  noble  Friend  dt)es  duly 
estimate  and  appreciate — the  nature  of  that 
support.  Can  my  noble  Friend  tell  me,  for 
the  sake  of  curiosity,  how  many  petitions 
have  been  presented  in  favour  of  a  final 
settlement  of  this  question  ?  Has  there 
been  one  ?  Has  one  human  being  expressed 
a  belief  that  there  will  be  a  final  settlement 
of  it  ?  And  how  many  petitions  have  been 
poured  in,  not  from  all  sides  of  the  House, 
but  from  all  sides  of  my  noble  Friend,  de- 
claring that  there  should  be  no  settlement, 
no  peace,  no  tranquillity,  without  a  final,  a 
total,  an  entire  abolition  of  tithes.  This  is 
the  object  distinctly  avowed,  aimed,  and 
pointed  at,  by  nine  out  of  ten  of  those  who 
support  my  noble  Friend.  My  noble 
Friend  may  rely  uptm  it  that  it  is  useless  to 
hope  to  conciliate  those  who  may  have  that 
object  in  view.  They  will  take  what  my 
noble  Friend  will  give  them ;  they  will  bo 
much  obliged  for  what  they  get ;  they  will 
not  refuse  to  insert  only  the  small  end  of 
the  wedge  at  first,  but  they  have  distinctly, 
frankly,  and  candidly  stated,  that  they  are 
determined  to  have  the  whole  wedge  in^ 
serted  at  last.  My  noble  Friend  may  have 
resolved  that  his  measure  should  be  a  final 
settlement  of  the  question,  but  I  will  tell 
him  that  it  cannot  be  final.  To  complete 
the  resolution  on  which  he  professes  to  act, 
my  noble  Friend  told  us,  that  the  arrange- 
ment which  he  contemplated  under  this 
final  and  satisfactory  BiU|  should  altogether 
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.'iTnl  il^  ^rniini-*  ;it  tlip  •^Tinrnti.  »i  .  f  'o  'li*  i  Mrp«i!«?5  fjt*  .  liicatimi.  Wlir,  the 
•'.•jp*  *Vf»m  »!i#»  prr<rnf  *ii'it»,  .in.l  tint  !  I  {mis**  now  trninw  .' l.UKV.  ii-ycsir  t*»r  rhc 
tJi-n  'vr  ^I^^.1J|<1  !)«•»  l,r"ii*rbf  Uuk  to  cxn  tly  j  pronmt'oTi  nt"  j  .J'ir.i!inn  'n  [nland.  nxni  'f 
titp  -.I'ne  .Xwti-  ill  wliirh  x****  at  ;  rrsr?»:  !  :nv  nnhlo  Friend  were  to  :isk  f'lr  .".V^nD/., 
JjthI  (>iirv»lvf*^.  My  nobl«»  rH.Mict  <"m-  i  I  tliHk  tKat  vrnr  t'etr  (n-ntleniefi  wnaid  !•• 
r^mtrd  to  rnllrrt  tin*  rev«»nne  r\f  the  "!.  r-rr  i  ini'iiu^d  to  rr't^ise  s'lch  asum.  IjOI  6O.(10r»/., 
im  till  thnf  <iftt*»,  hut  lie  is  iletrnninpH  ih.it  I  1m»  t.'c  -  hin'i.T  crn?ater  or  snmller,  i«  rhe 
\\<^  shall  ih^n  r.»r  rt  tn  our  prpM»nt  ''nn- i  «»iic  amount  'vhich  is  oontemtjlatcd  br  the 
il'Uim  f  I  hope  I  unilerstood  my  nnl;le  ;  resohiiion  to  he  iinplied  to  ilie  puquwca  .»f 
J'ti^nf!,  nnci  I  A\A\  be  •/iad  if  it  Ic  '^o:  \}\\t  •  moral  ami  reliiri^ns  educaiion.  under  amr 
j  ••'►nr»*iv»*  \\\'aX  un^h'r  the  pmvivinn**  «»f*  riiv  I  [.ossitde  ontincrenuies.  Before  1  pivceed  to 
^^^^^(*  Fii'Tid's  liill,  the  rr^liirtion  of  'wn  i  ('n,';il  with  rhe  S'lrpius  I  \%ilL  in  the  tirrt 
and  a-ii:''f  i-or  crnt.  '.v:'l  he  permnr. . Mir,  ,  rhu*e,  mnsirier  the  former  part  of  rrnr  noWe 
v'  ih*  til*'  KM^tancv  jiven  hy  the  ("ommis.  j  Friend's  15 ill.  My  noble  Frienti  ^rrnpiMed 
sion'T**  of  K«nd  llevfniie  will  terminrue  at  |  I.tst  year,  that  the  rent-charjcre  shcmid  lie 
the  '*nd  of  seven  vears.  Arc  thejcc.  or  I  levicil  hv  the  ( 'onnnispioneTa  of  Land 
a^-f*  Mioy  nnt,  the  ];rovision^  of  the  I'ill  ?  I  Revenue,  Mihject  to  the  deduction  of  tfairiy 
f  \'I-:"nniir  Mnrprfh  :  N'o.]]   It  is  remarkable  j  j-er  cent,  lixcdby  the  Bill,  and subseqnentir 


I'' It  someM^rTiHij  mt  words  have  been  in. >erte<i 
since  \\\**  '  »'ll  n**  I  ur  year  had  been  (tispo«ir<i 
of.  I'y  the  tm^aMiT"  now  brnn^iht  f'lrwnrd. 
it  i<<  pronoeor^  to  he  enacted,  that  the  r.'nt- 
eltnr'/e  -haJJ  he  r.'stod  in  his  Xfajestv  l\)r 
th»-  t)Mr]v*."^  nifnf!nnc<l  in  the  Bill.  Tiid'T 
tJ'p  li'll  of  !•»•«!  *^r«:sion,  it  was  ]/rn\nded,  t!jat 
il  >;ho!'l'l  he  eoTiD'h^l  to  the  niana<i:emcnt  f»f 
th«»  I /'.nil  f  ■nmr»>ivsioners,  snbjt'ct  to  the 
eontrol  of  the  Crown.  In  the  liill  of  this 
yrar  a  ])r(>vision  is  in<?ert('d,  that  its  enact- 
pv^ot<,  with  respect  to  the  rent-char^,  ^.hall 
rontinne  till  N'ovi-mhe-r,  18*.*?,  and  after- 
wards on  til  Parliament  shall  otherwise 
dinvt.  And  this  is  to  be  the  linal  measure. 
A  )n'"i«nre  in  which  tbc>re  is  a  special  pro- 
vision— that  at  the  end  of  seven  years  [Par- 
liament slnill  l»e  invit«>d  to  reconsider  the 
arrangement.  I  ivcollcct  that  my  ]jon. 
b*ii»»nd,  the  Member  for  Weymouth,  last 
year  forced  upon  (Jox'ornment  an  amcnd- 
iTifnt  to  the  resobitioTiT  j^roviding  for  the 
restimption  of  the  snndus,  if  any  should 
afterwards  be  found  to  accumulate,  for  the 
use  of  the  F'.stublished  (Jhurch.  I  see  no 
pneh  provision  in  my  noble  Friend's  liill. 
If  there  it  be,  it  has  escaped  my  obsen^ation. 
}^*ut  most  distinctly,  the  primary,  the  first, 
nnd  main  object  of  the  resolution  has  been, 
that  the  surplus,  be  it  irreatcr  or  smaller, 
shall  lie  applied  to  the  purposes  of  religious 
ami  mortil  education,  without  rt^feretice  to 
ihe  difference  of  religion;  and  in  intro- 
ducinj;  that  provision  mv  noble  Friend  has 
said,  '*  I  p:i\'e  uotiiv,  that  I  shjdl  move  that  the 
surplus  shall,  in  al!  csi^cs,  he  locidly  applied 
for  the  furthiT.nu'c  (»t  rvUi;io»is  in.stuu'iitni." 
Loeullv  applu d  1  Uh\,  it  is  ri'sitivtlv  in- 
gidfed  ii\  a  Scilu>nian  Im-^  ;  it  'w  ..waUowed 
up  by  iho  C<niHi»ihlatL'd  Fn.jd.  \ly  oehie 
Friend  Inis  f»»lim,Ui-d  hu  .«uj|wus  at  \) ,  .^iH)/,, 

and  pi'pputi^  tUuC  v>v>^v'vm'>  uiioulu  v>cduvw>ud 


to  a  J '.eduction  of  two  and  a-half  Tier  cent* 
By  the  measure  of  thia  year  these  deductkna 
will  i)c  continued,  while  the  existing  in* 
cum  bents  will  he  deprived  oX  those  ad- 
van  ta^r-S  which  a  sense  of  j:isticc  had  Lts4 
Session  ind;:ccd  my  ncbk  Friend  to  ailow 
thera  to  retain.  The  prmxisai  which  I  siiaii 
make  relative  to  this  1  ranch  of  the  subject 
is  not  very  widely  ditfcrent  from  that  con- 
tained in  the  first  Tiart  of  the  noble  Lorri*s 
iiill.  1  i\o  think  it  expedient  that  the 
imount  <>f  income  should  not  be  ooHected 
by  the  ilcriry  themselves;  1  think  it  do- 
sirnhic  and  expedient,  that  a  sacrifice  may 
fairly  he  made  for  the  attainment  of  this 
convenience,  that  it  should  be  collected 
from  the  landlord,  and  by  theC.ommiaaionerB 
of  Liind  Revenue.  I  proixwc,  theiefmcs, 
the  same  deduction  which  was  last  yvnz 
proposed  hy  my  riHrht  lion,  and  pdiant 
Friend,  the  >Ierabt.'r  for  Launceston*-^ 
namely,  a  reduction  of  twenty-five  per  cent.* 
in  the  lirst  instance,  and  two  and  a-4ialf 
per  cent,  in  the  next  instance,  the  latter  to 
iro  to  the  Commissioners  of  Land  Rerenue, 
for  the  cost  of  collection.  If  there  be  one 
object  more  than  another  which  can  ba 
dceined  of  the  mi^t  vital  and  pressing  im* 
portance  for  securinja;  a  final  settlement  of 
this  rpicKtion,  it  is  that  by  which  facilltieB 
may  he  given  for  dealing  with  the  ren^ 
charjs^e  after  it  has  been  imposed.  That 
formed  a  prominent  part  of  the  BUI  iatro-» 
duced,  luuler  Lortl  Cirey's  Government,  by 
the  ^ecretluy  for  Ireland,  Lord  Weilealey 
al.H),  as  exeni>iug  the  power  of  the  ('rown 
in  that  country,  e^presM.^d  a  strong  opinkia 
I  ha  I  redcnpiion  was  the  chief  end  to  be 
aiuuii  at,  and  that  everything  else  was  but 
sul  •iidirtiy  and  secondary  to  that  great  obf^ct. 
I  couM^Lcreil  that  tJie  redemption,  and  the 

t^wuiiig  rid  of  0  permanent  reewcharge^  tat^ 
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of  the  utmost  importance  for  the  pcrmanen 
well-heing  of  Ireland.  Yet  somehow  or 
other  this  provision  has  dropped  out  of  the 
Bill,  and  the  object  so  prominently  brought 
fbrwal^  under  the  Administration  of  which 
many  of  his  right  hon.  Friends  opposite 
formed  a  pert,  is  altogether  overlooked  in 
the  present  measure.  Sir,  I  propose,  then, 
to  introduce  provisions  into  this  Bill — ^pro- 
visions to  facilitate  the  redemption  of  the 
rent'chai^  to  be  thus  imposed.  I  am 
aware  that  in  proposing  this  there  is  great 
difficulty  to  be  encountered  with  regard  to 
the  amount  and  nature  of  the  security  of 
the  redemption  proposed.  I  am  not  insen- 
sible to  the  difficulty ;  and  I  am  satisfied 
that  no  mode  can  be  adopted  by  which  is 
prescribed  a  fixed  amount  or  number  of 
years'  purchase;  looking,  in  the  first  in- 
8tance>  to  the  various  circumstances  of  Ire- 
land, the  difference  between  the  value  of 
land  in  the  north  and  in  the  south,  and 
again  at  the  difference  of  value  between  an 
investment  made  in  the  public  securities, 
and  in  land^  whether  in  the  north  or  the 
souths— I  am  satisfied,  I  say,  that  no  fixed 
number  of  years  can  be  assigned,  without 
doing  great  injustice  either  to  the  incumbent 
on  the  one  hand,  or  the  landlord  on  the 
other.  My  proposal^  therefore,  is  to  give 
the  Eccleaastical  Commissioners  power  to 
deal  with  the  landlord  on  whom  the  rent- 
charge  falls,  and  to  enter  into  an  engage- 
ment with  him  upon  such  terms,  whether 
for  land  or  for  money,  as  shall  be  mutually 
agreed  upon  by  the  parties,  imposing  no 
restriction  with  legaA  to  a  maximum  or 
NMMtfitfifrt,  enabling  them  to  change  for  land, 
or  partly  for  land  and  partly  for  money, 
enabling  them  to  make  the  exchange  or 
sale  either  immediately  or  contingently 
upon  the  death  of  the  incumbent,  by  an 
immediate  arrangement  or  by  postponing 
the  arrangement  to  be  made  upon  tbe  death 
of  the  incumbent.  I  am  not  insensible  to 
the  difficulty  of  this ;  and  in  order  to  give 
the  House  a  notion  of  the  difficulty  that  is 
to  be  contended  with,  I  will  just  call  the 
attention  of  the  House  to  this  fact.*  Sup- 
posing a  rent-charge  of  seventy-two  and  a- 
half  per  cent  to  be  bought  at  twenty  years' 
purchase  the  price  misht  be  invested,  in 
aumy  parts  of  Ireland  ia  land  which 
would  yield  a  return  equivalent  to 
8eventy*two  per  cent  of  the  rent'-chtirge* 
Now»  in  many  parts  of  Ireland  the  security 
would  yield  72/.  10s.  where  the  rent- 
charge  was  iovealed  at  five  per  cent ;  but 
if  it  were  to  ba  iovealed  in  the  public 
liettrilMi  or  in  other  |NUlt  of  Irelimd 


where  the  land  will  fetch  twenty-eight  or 
thirty  years'  parchase,  then  the  amount 
yielded  will  be  very  disproportionate  to 
what  the  incumbent  would  be  entitled  to 
receive  from  the  rent-charge.  If  it  were 
to  be  invested  in  public  securities,  instead 
of  reduction  to  tne  sum  of  72L  10^.,  it 
would  subject  the  incumbent  to  a  reduc- 
tion to  the  amount  of  49/.  odd.  This  is  a 
degree  of  injustice  which  no  man  will 
think  of  imposing  upon  the  present  in- 
cumbent, nor  run  the  risk  of  making  that 
amount  of  reduction  in  the  value  of  the 
benefices.  But  I  propose  that  there  shall 
be  facilities  given  to  the  Ecclesiastical 
Commissioners,  and  the  person  paying  the 
rent-charge,  by  which  they  may  commute 
either  for  land  or  money,  with  this  provi- 
sion, that  if  made  without  the  consent  of 
the  actual  incumbent,  the  person  paying 
the  rent-charge  shall  guarantee  to  the  in- 
cumbent, during  the  period  of  his  incum- 
bency, the  full  amount  of  72Z.  lOs.  per 
cent. ;  that  is  to  say,  he  shall  have  the 
benefit  of  the  present  arrangement  after 
the  demise  of  the  incumbent.  I  do  not 
mean  to  say  that  this  proposal  is  not  open 
to  objection.  I  admit  that  it  is,  and  I 
wish  any  person  who  is  interested  in  the 
question  to  canvass  every  part  of  it.  I 
propose  it  as  a  mode  in  which  1  think  the 
redemption  may  be  effected  with  less  in- 
justice than  by  any  other  mode  that  has 
hitherto  been  proposed.  We  now  come 
to  the  distribution  and  application  of  the 
Church  revenue  or  income.  I  am  happy 
to  see  that  his  Majesty's  Government  are 
so  far  open  to  reason  and  argument  that 
they  have  abandoned  that  absurdity,  for  it 
was  nothing  less  than  an  absurdity,  which 
formed  the  basis  of  their  calculations  in 
the  Bill  of  last  vear — I  mean  that  absurdity 
of  founding  their  calculations  not  upon 
benefices  but  upon  parishes.  We  pressed 
it  upon  them  over  and  over  again.  We 
told  them  of  the  gross  injustice  that  would 
be  committed  in  cases  where  parishes 
were  part  of  the  benefice.  But  no !  they 
would  not  listen  to  us — the  Bill  must  be 
carried — the  House  of  Lords  must  be  con- 
demned and  calumniated  for  not  having 
consented  to  it.  And  now,  this  year, 
sensible  of  the  unreasonableness  of  their 
own  principle,  they  come  forward  to  legis- 
late, not  upon  the  basis  of  parishes,  but 
upon  the  sound  and  fair  basis  of  benefices. 
Now,  the  first  and  most  prominent  part  of 
this  Bill  is  the  enormous  and  irresponsible 
power  gifeo  to  the  officer  of  the  Goveri)- 


*   '   t.*.*    ».-♦ -Mint    .,  t#w,*   ...  1 1  •  :r:t  \'.    I  I  •;  lanR  m  2i.aci.a(pT-         t  ll 
•"-'-  •         .'\m  u«T,npr  .i4ti      1  r«  t«»t  tr   c  :ect  rL^  wnatikMB-iBT 


^     «!*•      «    4  A     •        '      «i« 


i 


-i.tti,    •  »        *    -   r|oj>  t  •  I    r    -.ana  u  to©    i  -i  v -rr  'i 


* 


T 


I      •    •»  ">;,,->«      ^      t£.«A  It  /     I      ■•  <  -*f  UtlW«Wtf^l»MB— gag' 


rt  X  11. 


'I       II       m   t   -r    ...      '-V  .  «nk.v  .11^^,       ^  ^w*^  •     ^  *ci  r  rari  imubk.  .: 
^K*.,»   .,         .  ,>  .   tUr-  :t  t      «  ^  f.-.^  •  ,     •«'*«^   '^^amat  -..nnc  '  mn.  iins  >i 

f-.r-  vun       P        I        ,_  .iM-.utrT7^iriH!i.uiitta:iiiw^i 


^       ,  .     .        t     .   •   1*  «r>inaiHCen!t  T»na  auv  rr»»-tii  cue  rmiwr- 

.  .   .  ^     ,  *.Uu7  r:ni   (  r  r.'cieiittatiizai.:  it  l^  aaiciUK: 

>         ,  .  .       I  KC  711  uaeit.  .:ar  '.'ifts  it  t;fi jwunmeeicnir 

,        .        ,    .      ,  .   t'ttio'iT  '  iuircii  tri^ua.  uuc. '  irii  r<iH4irji 

*   ir/.  '  ir.  uiir  r>iuie  iramiL  Luftt  rat  t>ffir»- 
'nrtt<r«>unA     :ic  i".ooepB:<-r.  MBti.isnaiH' 

I'M"!  an  ir.'tTace  eicU' — »4i.i.TtatHUaaiA  vi«' 

^  «  .  I. ,   .   •     .  .  j.jticefta  f.uit  :.uu  t:Te  i.axt  ;ii£ctW9Sl»tnaB 

• '-^'^    -^     ''  '  ""•■"^''      '^  ^-^  •'  -^  f  ^'"'-  •  i.mi,     no  la     o  v.RKie  •si^  s,Mui  < muv  r.a 

.I^>^..o       n^     ..-,    >      .^mriv.vi  '  h«n     .e:,.ip     uAtnicure  .t     iie  vrntuc     nttr  nod- 


Mv  ..»i»iw  ?  r„.4.  ,<  1 1    ,1  r •,»,.. .J.  ri  '  ./I  I  tier  !  i  ^.^p  j  ,;it  is  liiu^fr  mninvun ii»  i:j*i  hnnm*. 

..,  i^.^.n^nr.  ,1     'ijt,.-s,    .Tui      ie     '.f-itiM      i;  iioht  iiMjwht  .11  .-.bcir,  iiwjrf  c-'Wiiincatei*  ini 
.)f<-,»,ln.        ^  ,.^i^    i     .-;;7er     1  .  e  :  unisKu  ;  •  )nv«MHent  m  fs  au|>iicauoii»     liut tuUnitt*. 
•"►i-nrm'iil  ''      i      o      ni     iv     .lat    ny  :  '^Jit:  ;  :  )  lo  ^■»ou»    .f'  niy  »  ooie   1  rit;fi4.inll    mtr 
,'f.^nip  i)<M),ti*aient.\.*oi.:hJ  auusv  I  lit  J  u^vcr:  ;  'T"*'*     Jie  >iu^.tnuiii    --i    i  t.  .tirgjftiMUi  $  joj» 
"P^  ui.K'li  r  .innot  I  e  .^lici  ■ .  UiUMni  I )  .:iv  .  i  a>     n>  .^ui'|Miii»,    .laa     'iiat   .le   *>V!aiits   tt 


1265 


Tilhes  and  Church- 


{June  1} 


f^  Ireland  J. 


1266 


assign  as  the  minmum  17SL,  and  as  the 
maximum  57SL,  it  will  absorb  the  whole 
income  of  the  parochial  dergy  in  Ireland, 
reduced  to  the  number  to  which  my  noble 
Friend  most  unwisely^  I  think,  proposes 
to  reduce  them.  The  noble  Lord  says — 
"We  shall  hare  a  surplus  of  97>000/.: 
50,000/.  of  which  is  to  go  to  the  education 
of  the  people,  and  47,000/.  to  the  Consoli. 
dated  Fund."  47,000/.,  says  my  noble 
Friend,  shall  go  to  the  Consolidated  Fund. 
But  what  if  my  noble  Friend  should  get 
more  ?  Do  you  mean  to  get  more  ?  If 
you  do  not>  then  you  have  framed  your 
Bill  in  a  most  extraordinary  manner ;  for 
under  this  Bill  the  Secretary  of  State  has 
at  his  good  will  and  pleasure,  acting 
through  his  creatures  and  puppets^  these 
Mem&rs  of  the  Ecclesiastical  Committee, 
nominated  at  his  pleasure,  the  power  of 
reducing  the  Church  to  an  income  of 
1279550/.,  and  of  making  a  surplus  of 
332,000/.  That  is  the  power  which  my 
noble  Friend  has  it  in  his  discretion  to 
exercise,  if  Parliament  should  choose  to 
me  it  to  him  by  passing  this  Bill.  He 
has  told  us  that  he  shall  hare  a  surplus  of 
97»000/. ;  but  how  does^e  make  it  out  > 
By  assigning  in  every  case  the  maximum 
of  income  which  the  law  proposes  to  every 
minister  in  Ireland.  But,  suppose  he 
chooses  to  assign  a  mimmnm  ?  It  is  at  the 
good  will  and  pleasure  of  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department,  if  this 
Bill  shall  pass,  which  I  trust  it  never  will, 
and  I  feet  confident  it  will  not — it  is  at 
the  good  will  and  pleasure  of  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department,  to 
make  this  arrangement  with  respect  to  the 
clergy  of  Ireland  :-— 

1^  clerQrincn,  wilb  an  Income  of  501..  or  indeed  n 
lower  sam — for  there  is  no  Unnit — will  amount  to    6*4501. 

070  clergymen,  at  a  minimum  of  lOOl.,  making    -    C,700l. 

S09       (Utto  ditto  200/.,  with    the 

care  of  a  population  of  near  100,  malciog     •       •  41,8002. 

188  deiTtynieii,  at  a  mimimum  of  3002.,  -  56,4002. 

M       ditto  ditto  8002.,  -       •  l6,«002. 

Although  it  is  carefully  provided  that  no 
clergyman  shall  receive  above  500/.,  and 
that  no  clergyman  with  a  population 
under  3,000,  shall  receive  more  than  400/., 
yet  equal  care  is  not  taken,  when  the 
population  exceeds  3,000,  that  the  minL 
mum  shaJl  be  iixcd  at  400/.,  but  it  is  fixed 
at  300/.  Then  with  regard  to  the  glebes, 
the  glebes  need  not  be  applied  to  the 
Church.  Let  me  ask  my  noble  Friend 
what  it  is  he  means  by  this  ?  The  glebes 
are  taken  to  be  worth  86,000/.  a-year.  He 
tells  us  that  he  is  going  to  make  a  liberal 
allowance  to  the  Church  of  31,000/.  value 
gut  of  the  ^lebe  lauds.  Now  I  want  distinctly 


to  know  what  the  noble  Lord  is  going  to 
do  with  the  glebes  ?  I  should  like  to  have 
an  account  of  the  glebes  }  Many  of  my 
hon.  Friends  know  tnat  1  have  a  particular 
reason  for  asking  this  question.  What  is 
the  intention  of  the  noble  Lord  with  re- 
gard to  the  glebes  in  Ireland  ?  The  Chief 
Commissioner  of  the  Land  Revenue  has 
a  power  to  deal  with  them,  of  letting  and 
demising  them  to  any  person  whom  he 
thinks  fit,  and  for  any  term  of  years. 
Now  I  want  a  plain  answer  to  this  ques- 
tion— is  it  intended  to  give  the  glebe 
lands  as  a  provision  for  the  Roman  Ca- 
tholic clergy  ?  Is  that  to  be  the  applica- 
tion of  the  glebes  that  are  taken  away 
from  the  Church  in  Ireland?  At  all 
events  my  noble  Friend  has  the  power  of 
applying  no  glebes  at  all  to  that  Church  ; 
and  he  has  also  the  power  of  appointing 
no  curates,  although  he  has  taken  a  pro- 
vision for  them  for  a  certain  number  of 
years.  He  has  the  power  of  increasing 
or  decreasing  the  benefices  to  an  indefinite 
extent :  in  short,  he  has  the  power  of 
making  a  surplus  of  330,000/.,  and  which 
surplus,  after  giving  50,000/.  for  the  pur- 
pose of  public  education,  is  to  be  handed 
over  to  the  consolidated  fund  for  the 
general  purposes  of  the  country.  I  dis- 
tinctly say,  that  to  an  alienation  of  the 
revenue  of  the  Church  for  civil  purposes  I, 
for  one,  will  not  consent.  I  say  it  is  a 
principle  dangerous  in  itself.  It  is  a  priu* 
ciple  which  holds  out  a  temptation  to  poli- 
tical dishonesty  and  parliamentary  corrup- 
tion. It  holds  out  the  means  of  corruption 
in  the  hands  of  the  Government;  it  de. 
grades  the  Church  by  making  it  absolutely 
dependent  upon  the  will  of  the  Secretary 
of  State  ',  and  I  say  that  this  Bill,  which 
strips  them  of  their  freehold  character, 
places  them  in  subordination  to  the  orders 
and  will  of  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
time  being ;  and  I  further  say,  that  the 
contingent  fund  of  which  my  noble  Friend, 
after  making  himself  a  trustee  for  the 
Churchy  and  making  himself  also  the  re- 
siduary legatee  to  whom  everything  is  to 
go,  will  make  my  noble  Friend  liable  to  a 
degree  of  temptation  to  which  I  should 
be  sorry  to  expose  him,  because  I  foresee 
the  pressing  claims  which  would  be  made 
upon  him.  My  noble  Friend  being  as- 
sailed on  every  side  for  the  reduction  of 
taxes,  says,  '*  I  have  no  surplus  revenue," 
and  yet  there  is  a  great  pressure  from 
without  upon  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer. There  is  a  penny  tax  to  be 
subetituted  for  a  fourpenny  ooe ;  but  8tiU 
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the  noMe  L<ird  ts^yn,  "  I  han^  no  surplus.'* 

*  Oil  f   yet,  jrmi  have/  «y  the  people, 

*  mi  one  of  which  you  may  tnake  a  mott 
legitimata  application,  becaute  it  ij  to  re- 
dui«  the  tasefl  on  knowledge^  in  order  to 
promote  the  education  of  the  people.**  The 
moral  and  intcllectuali  perhaps,  but  not 
muc'hi  I  ofMne,  af  the  rcliffiouii  education 
of  the  neople,  and  certainly  without  any 
dittincttrm  of  creed  or  party.  "  But,"  eajs 
my  noble  Friend,  *'  I  cannot  aSbrd  it.**  He 
then  gnen  to  hit  right  hon.  Friend,  the 
C  *bancollor  of  the  Exchequer,  and  asks  him 
how  thb  great  prcMUrc  from  without  is  to 
bo  met.  '*  Oh  I  (lays  his  right  hon.  Friend^ 

foa  can  manage  its  there  u  the  Irish 
!huroh/'  "  No  (replies  the  noble  Lord), 
then  is  but  a  suqilus  of  97)000/.  altoge- 
ther, and  MhOOOl.  of  that  is  to  go  to  the 
edueation  of  the  people,  and  the  other 
47iU(X)/.  is  gone  l  don*t  know  where/' 
'*  Ob  1  (rejoins  his  rif^ht  hon.  Friend)  it  is 
very  easy  to  make  it.  You  have  been 
f(N>llsli>«»you  have  lieen  pnuligal  with  these 
hinds  loii  at  your  disposal— >yuu  have  been 
too  Indulgtuit  to  thoKo  violent  clergymen, 
you  liave  givvn  them  an  increase  to  the  ut- 
most oKtunt  which  Parliament  allowed. 
'J'luty  have  lied  you  down,  it  is  true,  to  a 
wrtidn  Numi  below  wbiuh  you  cannot  go ; 
but  silll.  If  vnu  oim  only  give  us  100,000/. 
iiifirv,  it  wfll  bo  of  great  service*  You 
hitvt*  tbu  iM)Wer  wbiuli  nothing  can  deprive 
you  of,  ibr  the  Act  of  Parliament  au- 
ihorUi^N  and  siuulions  a  niiniumm  salary  to 
Ibu  ulrrgyi  You,  tliutx'forc,  ran  give  us  a 
Mur|iliiN  of  $HO,iHHU  I  \oi  mo  put  that  into 
Ibu  biMlui*t,  and  tliMn  we  run  tiiku  off  the 
stiuiips  irnm  news|mpei%'*  Iteally,  I  do 
Noi  wish  to  i^HjHWM  the  (Jovcrtvinent  to  this 
tooipluUoUi  1  won*t  triiNt  them  with  this 
d lilt' rut luui  I  will  endeavour  to  obtain  a 
si^iMiriiy,  at  ull  uvcnis,  that  there  shall  not 
Ihi  h  eontlngent  suqtlns,  which  every  man 
miiy  dniw  upon  who  In  deNirous  of  getting 
rid  of  somo  pitrtieuhir  tax.  Of  all  modes 
of  HP))lying  a  surplus,  that  which  makes 
i'Hrllament,  as  it  were,  a  residuarv  legatee, 
making  the  amilication  of  it  dependent 
UjNm  how  Air  Parliament  will  gratify  the 
efaims  of  tlieir  eunstituentSi  or  act  accord- 
ing to  the  dictates  of  their  consciences,  is 
the  must  ol^eotionable,  and  places  the  Par« 
llament  In  the  most  unpleusont  jioHition 

Kssible*  I  do  not  say  that  niy  noble 
rlend  would  deal  improperly  with  this 
surplus  I  but  there  may  oome  a  time  when 
there  may  be  a  Secretary  of  State  who 
may  hate  no  very  strong  feelings  of  re* 
Ufioa  one  wa^  er  the  etheri  and  no  great 


regard  for  the 
land  or  of  fmlMsad, 
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him  connictiftg' 
conciliating  and    w^Justm^ 
by  a  oMasure  bcwtflt?  to  the  Cfant^  Ar^ - 
persons  denitiuw  Ibr  a  irpeai  of  taxes  i^n 
economical  motives   wamy  pevas  opoa  tm 
I  am  not,  tfaetefare^  wiHu^  to  gnne  cr 
Secretary  of  State   m   power  of  oeeiinf  i 
surplus  of  a50,OOO#.    to   plsiy  dmkt  tsJ 
drakes  with.     To  audi  m  pn^o^Cioo  1  <fc 
confidently  fadie^     and    tniai    tbsft  tk 
House  of  Coiidiioaa  will  sieger  agrae,^ 
addition  to  the  leot-^Aarge  So  be  obQbM 
by  the  (}ommisBionen,   and  io  addiosB  » 
the  power  of  redeinpticm  Ibr  wyck  Aflk* 
ties  are  given,  1  Will  now  tdl  die  Home 
what  is  the  course  which  I  propo*  ««^^ 
—especially  with  legaud   Io  die  «n^ 
distribution  of  the  reretine  of  the  Ertsb- 
lished  Church  of  Irehmd.   lhegtbeHo9m 
to  remember  that  the   whole  tamnni  of 
revenue  with  which  I  have  to  deal  titp- 
plicable  to  the  clergy  of  the  Chuith  m 
Ireland,  is  a  sum  which  will  yidd  only 
B50(.  a-year  to  veh   dergymaii'  ^  ■" 
willing  to  reduce  the  inequalities  ef  me 
existing  incomes.     My  piiocipal  leesoo  m 
rcdueing  the  higher  rate  of  inoames*  w  to 
supply  3ie  deficiences  which  I  eee  *^^^ 
I  see  certain  defidencea;  I  am,  tbaefote, 
not  unwilling  to  reduce  the  ineqoalitT, » 
order  to  supply  the  deficiency.     The  m» 
thing  1  turn  my  attention  to  are  the  town 
parishes  in  IreUnd.     I  beUeve  of  efl  «« 
clergy  in  Ireland^  dependent  upon  *^V^ 
venues  they  receive  from   their  jiarishcs, 
none  can  lie  found  in  a  woiac  sitosW* 
than  those  who  have  the  most  importf*^ 
duties  to  perform— namely,  the  clergy  w 
tlje  towns  and  cities.    For  many  of  **f® 
there  is  at  present  little  or  no  proviftoa 
made;   and,   consequently,  an  abuse  ijf 
crept  in,  necessarily  arising  out  of  tkedr* 
cumstances,  in  order  to  make  up  for  ^ 
services  he  has  to  perform  witbont  ^^ 
quate  remuneration'*'-4»y  attaching  to  su«> 
clergyman  a  country  sinocure  parish,   i  ^ 
not  stand  up  for  that  system ;  lionot^ 
fend  it ;  I  desire  to  get  rid  of  it ;  bQt»  ^ 
order  to  do  so^  you  must  give  the  deigX  ' 
certain  income  from  other  aouieel  kdM 
you  take  away  the  income  they  now  i^^"^ 
from  holding  the  eouatry  parishes*    Ti^ 
are  many  clergymen  whose  incomes  do  IK^ 
exceed  400/.  without  a  glcbe-hbuse,  0»d 
who  are  obliged  to  incur  a  laq^  «qp0O^ 
by  living  in  eities  and  toWnli|  who  kt^ 
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the  superintendence  of  the  siiiritiial  con- 
cerns of  between  1 0,000  and  12,000  mem- 
bers of  the  Established  Church*  I  will  not 
multiply  instances;  but  I  believe  that  I 
ftni  not  wrong  in  stating  that  the  whole 
town  of  Belfast  is  one  single  parish,  con- 
taining 17«94S  members  of  the  Established 
Church,  according  to  the  Return  of  the 
Commissioners,  and  that  the  income  derived 
by  the  incumbent  is  just  300/.— no  more. 
Again,  there  is  the  archdeaconry  of  Dublin, 
consisting  of  the  parishes  of  St.  Peter  and 
of  St.  Kevin,  having  a  population  of 
10,114;  it  includes  three  perpetual  cura* 
cics — Rathfamham,  with  a  population  of 
1^90;  St.  Mary,  Donnybrook,  with  a  po. 
pulation  of  3,500,  and  of  Tame,  with  a 
population  of  895;  making  a  total,  within 
a  single  benefice,  of  15,599  members  of 
the  Established  Church.  That  is  a  bene- 
fice employing  sixteen  clergymen  and  eleven 
churches ;  and  yet  it  is  treated  as  a  mere 
single  benefice  by  my  noble  Friend's  Bill. 
Now,  is  it  necessary  to  provide  a  decent 
income  for  these  clergymen  ?  At  all  events, 
I  am  anxious  to  inquire  whether  a  decent 
income  is  provided  for  all  the  clergy  who 
have  these  duties  to  perform.  I  therefore 
propose,  in  the  iirst  instance,  that  the 
Ecclesiastical  Commissioners  shall  be  de- 
sired to  inquire,  in  the  first  place,  into  the 
state  of  the  clergy  in  the  cities  and  towns 
of  Ireland, — that  they  should  report  im- 
mediately, without  waiting  for  a  voidance, 
first,  the  total  number  of  Protestants ;  se- 
condly, the  nature  and  extent  of  the  spirit-> 
ual  duties  to  be  performed,  and  the  num- 
ber of  curates  employed ;  thirdly,  whether 
there  is  an  adequate  glebe-house ;  fourthly, 
whether  thefe  is  adequate  accommodation 
in  the  church  or  chapel ;  fifthly,  the  amount 
of  the  revenue,  and  from  what  source 
derived,  whether  from  tithes,  tmnisters' 
money,  or  whether  from  some  country  pa. 
lochial  benefice  being  attached  to  it ;  and 
lastly,  whether  by  any  altemtion  of  the 
limits  of  tho  benefice  greater  facilities  may 
be  given  for  the  discharge  of  the  spiritual 
diitiet,  or  a  more  adequate  remuneration 
may  be  made  for  the  inctimbent*  I  pro- 
pose, in  the  next  place,  that  the  Commis- 
rioneta  shall  lay  this  Report  before  the 
Privy  Council,  with  their  opinion  aa  to  the 
circumstances  requiring  an  augmentation 
of  income^  increased  aooommodation,  the 
erection  of  glebe-houses^  or  the  sub-diviaon 
of  parishes*  I  propose,  also^  that  a  list 
•hould  be  made  out  of  all  parochial  bene- 
fices which  yield  a  less  income  than  50/*^ 
less  than  JOO^y  ood  so  on  up  to  300A ;  and 


that  they  should  specify  in  each  rase  those 
circumstances  which  appear  to  them,  with 
reference  to  income,  extent  of  duties  per- 
formed, and  so  on,  most  calling  for  a 
higher  rate  of  income*  These  are,  of  course^ 
apart  from  the  building  of  churches,  and 
apart  from  the  present  calls  upon  the 
fund,  or  rather  the  no-fund|  in  the  hands 
of  the  Commissioners^  and  for  which 
provision  has  been  made.  I  admit  that 
the  provision  of  the  Church  Temporalis 
ties  Act  was  defective  in  this — that  it  deals 
with  revenue  alone,  and  does  not  take  into 
consideration  the  duties  to  be  performed. 
On  the  other  hand,  I  contend  that  the 
provision  of  my  noble  Friend  is  infinitely 
more  erroneous,  because  he  makes  it  de- 
pend upon  population,  and  population 
only  ;  and  does  not  take  into  considera- 
tion, what  every  reasonable  man  would  dO| 
a  combined  element,  namely,  the  extent 
of  the  district  over  which  the  population 
extends*  It  is  quite  clear  that  the  case  of 
a  parish  consisting  of  a  population  of  600 
Protestants,  within  the  limits  of  two  or 
three  miles  around  the  glebe-house  and 
church,  is  a  less  laborious  charge  than  a 
parish  extending  over  forty  or  fifty  miles 
in  length,  though  it  has  not  one-half,  or 
even  one -fifth  of  the  population.  Conse* 
quently,  when  you  establish  a  measure 
upon  an  estimate  of  the  duties  to  be  form* 
ed  by  a  comparison  with  the  population 
only,  it  is  clear  that  you  set  out  from  the 
very  beginning  upon  a  basis  which  must 
fail.  Do  I  want  to  withhold  from  con« 
sideration  any  of  those  benefices  which 
may  happen  to  have  large  incomes  or  a 
small  population  ?  No  such  thing.  I 
propose  in  every  case  upon  the  demise  of 
any  incumbent,  the  income  of  whose 
benefice  shall  amount  to  500/.  a*year« 
or  the  population  of  whose  benefice, 
whatever  may  be  the  income, ,  is  lest 
than  100  ProtestanU,  that  the  Ecclesi- 
astical Commissioners  should  report  (he 
whole  of  the  circumstancea  with  regard  (0 
the  spiritual  duties  to  be  performed  ia 
that  parish,  the  extent  of  the  income  and 
of  the  population^  the  state  of  the  glebe- 
house  and  of  the  church,  and  if  they 
should  think  fit  to  recommend  the  aiinex- 
atioD  of  the  parish  to  any  adjoining  pariah, 
but  subject  to  this  limitation,  thai  the 
augmented  benefice  should  not  contaiii  au 
area  exceeding  thirty  aqunre  miles.  I 
think  when  I  take  the  district  -at  thirty 
square  miksi  which  is  six  mitealolig,  with 

ft  br«fidtb  of  firt  miltii  I  am  not  (ftkis|ftii 
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unreasonably  small  extent  over  which  the 
labours  of  the  clergyman  are  to  be  exer- 
cised.    But  there  may  be  cases,  undoubt- 
edly, in  which  the  adjoining  benefice  may 
give  an   adequate   income,  and  perhaps 
more.  I  propose,  therefore,  that  the  Com- 
missioners shall  have  the  power  to  recom- 
mend  the   reduction   of    the   income   of 
clergymen,  whatever  it  be,  provided  always 
it  be  above  500/.  when  they  commence 
their  inquiry,  or  the  population  be  less 
than  100;   and  also  provided  that  they 
do  not  recommend  a  reduction  lower  than 
300/.  per  annum.     I  take  that  amount, 
because  it  was  fixed  by  the  Church  Tem- 
poralities' Act,  at  which  it  allowed  the 
taxation  of  the  clergy  to  commence ;    I 
take  it  because  I   have  the  authority  of 
this  House  for  saying  that  it  is  not  an  ei- 
travagant  amount;  1  take  it  at  300/.,  be- 
cause my  noble  Friend,  when  he  proposed 
a  reduction  last  year  introduced  the  same 
provision.      I    propose,    then,    that    the 
difFerence  between  the  income  of  the  bene- 
fices and  the  fund  which  shall  ultimately 
be  left,  shall  be  applied,  in  the  first  in- 
stance, to  raising  a  sum  of  money  for  the 
purpose  of  building  a  glebe- house  within 
the  benefice,  if  there  be  not  one  already. 
I  have  no  hesitation  in  saying,  that  in  a 
small  parish  I  consider  the  building  of  a 
glebe-house  renders  it  inexcusable  for  the 
clergyman  not  to  reside  among  his  flock, 
however  small  they  may  be — an  object  of 
greater  and  more  primary  importance  than 
even  the  building  of  a  church,  because  a 
church  is  useless  without  the  presence  of 
the  minister,   and  the    glebe-house  to  a 
small   congregation  may  supply  sufiicient 
and  adequate  means  for  the  celebration  of 
divine  worship  ;  but  nothing  can  compen- 
sate to  any  parish  for  the  absence  of  that 
roan    who  derives   his  parochial  income 
from  the  benefice  where  he  is  bound  to 
perform  his  religious  duties  to  those  who 
profess  his  own  doctrines,  and  to  extend 
his  charitable  superintendence  and  assist- 
ance to  all  his  parishioners,  of  whatever 
persuasion.    If  the  circumstances  of  the 
parish  should   appear  to  require  it,  and 
if  there  should  be  a  sufificiently  extensive 
congregation  to  render  a  church  neces- 
sary-— supposing  the  revenue  be  insufficient 
for  providing  a  building  for  their  accom- 
modation— I  propose,  that  after  providing 
for  a  glebe-house,    the  surplus  shall  be 
applied  towards  raising  money  for  building 
such  church.     But  beyond  these  local 
claini8|  which  I  consider  to  have  the  firit 


call  upon  us,  I  propose  that  the  surplus 
upon  all  those  benefices  which  may  be 
ultimately  reduced,  provided  they  be  not 
reduced  below  300/.,  shall  be  paid  over  to 
a  general  fund  of  Commissioners,  for  the 
purpose  of   augmenting   those    revenues 
that  shall  appear  to  stand  most  in  need  of 
assistance.      Do  1    propose  to  augment 
them   indefinitely?     No  such   thing.      I 
propose  a  particular  sum,  not  because  I 
think  it  would  in  all  cases  be  sufficient, 
but  because  my  means  are  insuflicient  to 
enable  me  to  do  more.     I  propose  to  pro- 
hibit the  Commissioners  from  augmenting 
in  any  case  beyond  the  amount  of  300/. 
for  any  benefice   not  situated   within   a 
town.     I    propose,  on  the  one  hand^  to 
prevent  them  from  augmenting  any  small 
living  beyond  300/.,  and  to  preclude  them, 
on  the  other,  to  reduce  any  large  living 
below  that  sum.     I  do  not  say  that  there 
are  not  some  benefices  with   incomes  be- 
yond 500/, — even  exceeding  600/. — which 
may  not  faiily,  justly,  nay  advanta<|:eously, 
be  left,  for  the  sake  of  the  Church  popula- 
tion»  provided  always  that  these  incomes 
bear  some  sort  of  proportion  to  the  duties 
of  the  clergyman,  to  the  numbers  of  his 
flock,  and  to  the  extent  of  ground  over 
which  they  spread.     I  do  not,  however, 
propose  to  raise  the  amount  of  any  bene* 
fice  beyond  300/.  in  country  towns.     I  do 
propose  to  intrust  the  Commissioners  with 
this  power — if  there  be  a  parish  exceeding 
forty  square  miles  in  extent,  or  a  country 
parish  that  has  a  population  of  members 
of  the  Church  of  England  exceeding  1,000 
persons  - 1  propose  to  empower  them  to 
divide  that  benefice,  provided  they  do  not 
augment  tlie  income  of  each  different  bene* 
fice  beyond  the  sum  of  300/.  for  each  in- 
dividual clergyman.     I  thiuk,  if  the  bene- 
fice be  so  large  as  to  require  a  division,  the 
income  of  each  clergyman  should  be  300/. 
a-year.     I  infinitely  prefer  this  division  of 
a  large  parish,  and  placing  the  two  clergy- 
men upon  moderate  incomes,  to  the  reten- 
tion of  one  large  parish  with  an  income 
considerable  in  amount  for  one  clergyman. 
With  regard  to  the  town   parishes,  my 
noble    Friend    has    not   mentioned    the 
amount  of  income  derivable  from  them.   I 
propose.  In  the  first  instance,  however, 
with   regard   to  the  town   parishes,  that 
when  the  funds  shall  be  at  our  disposal, 
those  benefices  shall  be  augmented  which 
have  a  less  income  than  400/.  or  500/.    It 
is  clear  that  these  have  the  first  claims 
upon  usy  if  there  be  an^  fund  which  cfin 
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be  made  applicable  to  these  cases.     Sir, 
I  believe  I  have  now  stated  to  the  House 
what  are  the  objects  I  propose  to  attain, 
what  are  the  means  I  propose  for  raising 
the  funds  required,  and  what  are  the  ends 
to  which  I  pcopoj^e  to  devote  the  funds  so 
obtained?     1    feel  how   much    and   how 
largely  1  have  trespassed  upon  the  indul- 
gence of  the  House,  and  how  greatly  I  am 
indebted   to  the  attention  and    kindness 
with  which  thev  have  listened  to  details, 
much  of  which  must  have  been  dry,  much 
of  which  must  have  been  very  uninterest- 
ing, but  which  I  felt  it  would  have  been 
inexcusable  in  me  to  have  abstained  from 
going  through,  at  whatever  risk  of  weary- 
ing my  audience,  if  I  were  desirous  of 
placing  my  case  on  that  ground  on  which 
alone  1  wished  it  to  rest — on  the  ground 
of  sound  reason,  justice,  and  good  policy, 
after  a  full,  frank,  and  entire  explanation 
of  the  present  state,  and  of  the  state  in 
which  I  wish  to  place  that  branch  of  the 
united  Church  Establishment  which  exists 
in  Ireland.  [Loud  Cheers.]     Having  done 
so,  I  ask  the  hon.  Gentlemen  who  cheered 
me  loudly,  have  I  shown  any  disposition 
to  maintain  a  luxuriant  and   overgrown 
Church  institution,  or  have  I  not  stated  a 
desire  to  meet  those  cases  in  which  there 
might  be  an  apparent  excess  of  income, 
in  which  there  might  be  apparently  too 
small  a  population  for  the  clergyman  to 
preside  over,  and  too  triAing  duties  for  the 
clergyman   to    perform?     But    I    say   I 
should  have  been  ashamed  of  myself  if, 
putting  the  case  on  this  ground,  I  had 
lo  >kcd  to  this  point  of  view  alone — if  I 
had  consulted  the  general  interests  of  the 
Protestant  parishioners,  and  had  not  con- 
sidered those  of  the  clergy :    if,  when  I 
felt   that   their  spiritual  dujties  were  not 
sufficiently  and  adequately  provided  for,  I 
had  not  expressed  my  wish  to  apply  the 
surplus  to  making  up  and  atoning  for  the 
manifold  deficiencies  that  existed.     I  have 
now,  not  only  to  thank  the  House  for  the 
kindness  with  which  they  have  listened  to 
me,  but  I  have  to  entreat  and  implore — 
not  those  gentlemen  who  are  desirous  of 
destroying    the   Church  in   Ireland — not 
those  gentlemen  who  have  personal  objects 
to  attain,  for  I  do  not  appeal  to  them — 
but  those  gentlemen,  those   sincere  and 
cordial  friends  of  the  Establishment  who 
are  enemies  to  her  blemishes,  I  do  entreat 
and  implore  them  to  join  me  in  endeavour- 
ing to  persuade  his  Majesty's  Government 
to  recede  from  that  position  to  which,  most 


unwisely,  and  on  most  false  premises,  they 
have  bound  themselves,  and  boudd  the 
House.  I  entreat  them  to  consider,  if 
they  do  wish  to  get  rid  of  these  glaring 
discrepancies— I  entreat  them  toconsider, 
if  they  do  wish  to  put  an  end  to  collision 
in  the  collection  of  ecclesiastical  revenues 
— I  entreat  them  to  consider,  if  they  do 
wish  to  give  peace  to  Ireland,  so  far  as 
peace  can  be  given  by  such  means — to 
settle  this  question,  so  far  as  the  settle- 
ment of  the  question  can  be  achieved,  by 
doing  that  which  is  right,  just,  reasonable, 
and  moderate  in  the  way  of  concession ; 
I  entreat  them  to  consider  well  what  they 
are  proceeding  to  do,  and  to  hesitate 
before  they  join  with  his  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment in  refusing  me  the  means  of 
introducing  for  thoir  consideration  the 
measure  which  I  now  venture  to  lay  before 
them — a  measure,  I  know  not  whether  I 
should  say  so,  but  which  I  will  venture  to 
say  I  have  reason  to  believe  will  meet  the 
concurrence  of  those  who  never  will,  and 
never  can,  concur  in  the  abstract  principle 
laid  down  by  Government.  I  ask  them 
only  to  reflect  how  much  they  can  obtain, 
and  how  much  is  fairly  offered  to  them. 
How  much  of  real  defects  are  cured,  how 
much  of  substantial  justice  is  done, how 
much  of  peace  and  tranquillity  is  restored 
to  Ireland,  and  how  much  of  harmony  is 
established  between  parties  in  this  House, 
and  between  different  branches  of  the 
Legislature.  And  I  call  upon  them  then 
to  consider,  whether  for  the  sake  of  a 
principle,  which  if  they  can  apply  at  all, 
they  can  apply  but  in  an  infinitely  insigni- 
ficant degree,  for  the  sake  of  a  principle 
which  they  cannot  carry  into  effect,  but 
by  insisting  upon  which  they  may  roar  the 
whole  possibility  of  arriving  at  a  settlement 
of  the  question,  they  will  grasp  at  the 
shadow  and  abandon  the  substance,  which 
fairly,  frankly,  and  cordially,  without  re- 
serve, without  equivocation,  and  without 
hesitation^  I  am  empowered  to  offer  them. 
I  beg  to  conclude  by  moving,  that  leave 
be  given  to  bring  in  a  Bill  "  for  the  Con- 
version of  Tithe  Composition  into  Rent 
Charges,  and  for  the  redemption  thereof; 
and  for  the  better  distribution  of  Eccle- 
siastical Revenues  in  Ireland." 

Lord  John  Russell :  I  beg.  Sir,  to  re- 
mind the  House,  that  I  took  occasion, 
before  my  noble  Friend  commenced,  to 
propose  to  him  that  he  should  have  an 
opportunity,  if  he  thought  fit,  to  bring  in 
any  Bill  he  might  have  prepared  on  the 
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noble  Lord,  I  have  no  objection  to  state 
his  name — I  mean  Lord  Eilenborough— 
that  it  might  be  expedient  to  give  the 
Commissioners  of  Laud  Revenue  the  power 
of  collecting  this  income  for  a  time,  but 
that  he  thought  that  after  a  time  the  prin- 
ciple should  prevail,  and  the  collection  of 
the  revenue  go  to  the  clergy,  in  whom,  in 
his  opinion,  and  in  that  of  a  majority  of 
the  House  of  Lords,  it  ought  properly  to 
rest.  This  is  one  of  the  points  on  which, 
feeling  that  we  conceded  no  principle  in 
so  doing,  we  made  a  concession ;  and  it 
is  one  of  the  objects  of  my  noble  Friend 
opposite  to  attack  that  concession  and 
that  provision  of  the  Bill,  and  to  subject 
us  to  reproach,  because  we  have  yielded 
to  what  we  thought,  in  the  conscientious 
opinion  of  our  opponents,  was  one  of  the 
great  obstacles  to  the  passing  of  the  Bill. 
A  great  part  of  my  noble  Friend's  speech 
was  taken  up  in  pointing  out  the  faults  of 
former  measures,  but  a  very  small  portion 
was  occupied  in  pointing  out  the  faults  of 
the  particular  measure  introduced  by  my 
noble  Friend  (Lord  Morpeth)-  A  con- 
siderable portion  of  his  speech  was  devoted 
to  a  detail  of  the  inconveniences  which 
at  present  arise  where  there  is  a  very  small 
income,  a  large  population,  and  a  great 
number  of  parishes  (which  is  undoubtedly 
one  great  fault  of  the  present  system), 
and  a  great  part  was  employed  in  showing 
the  inadequacy  of  the  fund  provided  for 
the  Church  Temporalities.  Why  that  is  a 
fault  of  my  noble  Friend's  own  Bill.  My 
noble  Friend  also  attacked  the  scale  we 
have  proposed,  which  I  think  a  very  ade- 
quate one,  fully  adequate,  I  should  say, 
for  the  purpose,  but  at  all  events  more 
liberal  than  that  which  the  right  hon. 
Baronet,  near  my  noble  Friend,  (Sir 
Robert  Peel)  stated  last  year,  as  the 
one  which  we  might  fairly  have  adopt- 
ed if  we  had  wished  to  carry  into 
effect  the  principle  of  our  Bill.  I  know 
not  for  what  purpose  my  noble  Friend  op- 
posite stated  it,  if  it  were  not  as  suggesting 
something  better  than  the  Bill  before  the 
House;  but  he  said,  that  even  if  a  moderate 
scale  of  income  were  taken  as  sufficient 
for  the  clergymen,  he  would  show,  on  the 
authorities  he  could  quote,  that  sufficient 
provision  was  not  made  for  them.  Well, 
Sir,  we  have  taken  a  scale  which  goes  be- 
yond the  proposition  of  the  right  hon. 
Baronet;  and  now  my  noble  Friend  tells 
us  it  is  objectionable  both  in  principle  and 
practice.     I  think  it  is  rather  too  much 


for  the  noble  Lord,  after  attacking  in  Che 
first  place  the  present  state  of  things — 
after  attacking  the  departures  from  the  old 
Bill,  and  attacking  the  scale  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  near  him,  to  come  forward 
and  lay  the  burden  of  all  those  faults  on 
the  Bill  we  propose.  Now,  Sir,  with  re- 
ference to  the  application  of  the  net  in- 
come arising  under  the  Tithe  Bill,  which 
we  propose  in  the  present  measure.  It  is 
as  follows : — 

**  To  675  benefices  of  the  first  class,  con- 
taining more  than  fifty,  and  less  than  500  Pro- 
testants, at  200/.  per  benefice,  rent-charge  and 
thirty  acres  of  glebe  valued  at  30s.  per  acre — 
165,375/. 

''To  211  benefices  of  the  second  class,  con- 
taining more  than  500,  and  less  than  1,000 
Protestants,  at  300/.  per  benefice,  rent-charge 
and  thirty  acres  of  glebe  valued  as  before — 
72,795/. 

"  To  1 90  benefices  of  the  third  class,  con- 
taining more  than  1,000,  and  less  than  3,000 
Protestants^  at  400/.  per  benefice,  rent-charge 
and  thirty  acres  of  glebe  valued  as  before — 
84,550/. 

"  To  fifty-one  benefices  of  the  fourth  class, 
containing  upwards  of  3,000  Protestants^  at 
500/.  per  benefice,  rent-charge  and  thirty  acres 
of  glebe  valued  as  before — 27,795/. 

"To  123  benefices  of  the  fifth  class,  con- 
taining less  than  fifty  Protestants,  at  100/.  per 
benefice,  rent-charge  and  thirty  acres  of  glebe 
valued  as  before^  17,835/.*' 

It  appears,  as  my  noble  Friend  has  very 
truly  said,  that  the  whole  scale  furnishes 
about  290/.  for  each  benefice ;  but  if  I 
were  to  take  only  a  part  of  these,  if  I  were 
to  omit  benefices  containing^  more  than 
fifty  and  less  than  500,  and  benefices  con- 
taining less  than  fifty,  then  the  whole 
amount  being  185,000/.,  would  give  for 
each  benefice  an  average  of  about  411/. 
a- year.  What  say  the  Church  Commis- 
sioners  in  their  second  Report,  with  refer- 
ence to  the  present  state  of  the  Church  of 
England  ?  It  appears  from  their  Report, 
that  **  there  are  3,528  benefices  under 
150/.  per  annum ;  of  that  number,  thirteen 
contain  each  a  population  of  more  than 
10,000,  fifty-one  a  population  of  from 
5,000  to  10*000;  two  hundred  and  fifty- 
one  a  population  of  between  2,000  and 
5,000 ;  and  eleven  hundred  and  twenty- 
five  have  each  a  population  of  between 
500  and  2,000."  According  to  this  state- 
ment there  are  1,440  benefices  in  this 
country,  each  containing  above  500  per- 
sons, all  under  150/.  per  annum,  and  the 
average  of  which  we  may  suppose  to  be 
from  100/.  to  120/.  per  annum.    There- 
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fore  we  have  here,  in  England,  1^440 
benefices,  each  containing  more  than  500 
people,  at  this  average  of  120/.  a-year — 
say  it  yields  an  average  of  120/.  a-year; 
and  we  propose  that  in  Ireland,  in  all 
benefices  containing  more  than  500  per- 
sons, there  shall  be  one  average  of  411/. 
a-year.  Now,  I  ask  roy  noble  Friend,  if 
he  be  so  shocked  at  the  penury  in  which 
we  leave  the  Irish  Chnrcb,  what  does  he 
consider  the  state  of  the  English  Church 
under  such  circumstances  as  these  ?  Be  it 
recollected,  too,  that  the  state  of  the  Eng- 
lish Church  is  the  state  of  a  national 
Church,  to  which  the  people  of  this  coun- 
try belong;  that  when  we  talk  of  the 
poverty  of  clergymen  of  this  Church,  we 
talk  of  the  poverty  of  men  who  are  doing 
their  duty  to  their  flocks  in  both  town 
parishes  and  country  parishes  —  whose 
offices  are  received  with  thankfulness,  re- 
spect, and  veneration;  and  that  when  we 
speak  of  the  average  of  400/.  a-year, 
which  is  given  to  the  Irish  clergyman,  it 
is  given  in  parishes  where  there  are  more 
than  500  members  of  the  Established 
Church,  certainly,  but  where  there  are, 
perhaps,  1 ,000,  2,000,  or  3,000  persons 
of  a  different  persuasion,  to  whom  that 
religious  consotatiou  cannot  be  extended, 
and  by  whom  it  would  be  refused  if  it  were 
proffered.  This  is,  however,  a  point  upon 
which  my  noble  Friend  opposite  and  I  en- 
tertain very  different  opinions,  which  must 
always  be  kept  in  view.  The  Church  of 
Ireland  must,  I  admit,  be  supported ;  you 
must  endeavour  to  make  it  agree,  as  well 
as  you  can,  with  the  circumstances  of  the 
country  in  which  it  is  placed  ;  but,  after 
all,  it  is  not  the  Church  to  which  the  great 
majority  of  the  people  belong.  My  noble 
Friend  complains  of  the  hardship  and  in- 
justice of  leaving  some  of  these  clergymen 
starving,  as  he  calls  it,  on  100/.  a-year. 
Why,  Sir,  I  find  that  in  the  7th  and  8th 
of  king  George  4th,  in  the  orthodox 
period  of  1827,  before  the  Roman  Catho- 
lics were  admitted  into  this  House,  a  pro- 
vision was  inserted  in  an  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment to  this  effect : — 

*'  When  any  parish  or  parishes  appropriate, 
belong  to,  and  are  annexed  to  anv  archbishop* 
ric  or  bishopric  in  Ireland,  it  shul  and  may  be 
lawfo!  for  any  archbishop,  with  the  consent  of 
the  dean  and  chapter  of  the  diocese,  and  when 
there  is  not  any  dean  and  chapter,  then  with 
the  consent  of  the  major  part  of  the  beneficed 
clergy  of  the  diocese,  and  also  of  the  arch- 
bishop and  patron  of  such  parish,  under  their 
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hands  and  seals,  to  unite  two  or  more  of  such 
appropriate  parishes  into  one  perpetual  cure, 
and  to  unite  one  or  more  of  such  appropriate 
parish  or  parishes  to  any  one  benefice  or 
oenefices  contiguous  thereto,  provided  the 
certain  value  of  each  such  respective  unions  do 
not  exceed  100/.  by  the  year." 

If  any  reproach  can  justly  be  brought 
against  us,  it  is  one  which  applies  equally 
against  those  who  framed  this  Act,  and 
against  those  who  passed  it,  and  thought 
that  in  so  doing  they  were  conferring  a 
benefit  upon  the  Church  of  Ireland.  Un- 
doubtedly in  benefices  in  Ireland — there 
are  no  great  number  of  them — which  con- 
tain less  than  fifty  Protestants,  the  income 
of  100/.  a  year  is  a  small  one ;  but  it  is 
not  less,  it  is  even  larger,  than  the  income 
which  many  clergymen  and  curates  of  the 
Church  of  England  enjoy.  It  is  an  in- 
come one-fourth  larger,  besides  the  glebe, 
than  we  were  told  last  year  was  given  to 
the  curates  of  two  parishes  which  produced 
1,200/.  or  1,500/.  a  year  to  the  rector. 
My  noble  Friend,  the  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land, (Lord  Morpeth)  makes  a  proposition , 
therefore,  the  tendency  of  which  is  not  to 
diminish  the  Church  Establishment,  but 
to  apportion  the  income  of  its  ministers  to 
the  amount  of  duty  they  are  called  upon 
to  perform.  While  he  increases — and  in- 
creases in  several  places  to  a  very  large 
extent — the  incomes  to  be  paid  to  those 
ministers  who  have  heavy  duties  to  per- 
form, he  diminishes  the  incomes  of  bene- 
fices wherein  the  number  of  Protestants  of 
the  Established  Church  is  very  limited. 
My  noble  Friend  opposite  (Lord  Stanley) 
says  that  there  ought  to  be  some  limit,  ac- 
cording to  the  extent  of  the  benefice.  It 
is  a  great  hardship  undoubtedly,  and  a 
very  severe  labour,  for  a  clergyman  to  have 
to  go  over  a  great  extent  of  country,  in 
the  discharge  of  his  spiritual  duties;  and 
this  is  one  of  the  points  which  I  think 
might  well  come  under  the  consideration 
of  the  Ecclesiastical  Commissioners.  At 
the  same  time  I  should  be  sorry  that  a 
rule  should  be  laid  down,  and  above  all  in 
an  Act  of  Parliament,  that  the  extent  of 
benefices  might  be  enlai|^.  By  adopt- 
ing such  a  principle  we  might  fall  into  the 
error  which  those  have  fallen  into  who  have 
long  opposed  the  Bill  now  before  the 
House,  and  who  have  contended  against 
the  principle  of  it,  declaring  that  we 
should  consider  the  extent  of  Ireland  and 
not  the  number  of  Protestants — that  we 
should  provide  for  the  cure  of  acres  and 
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not  for  the  cure  of  soult.     My  noUe 
Friend  went  at  some  length  into  an  expla- 
nation of  the  details  of  his  own  Bill,  and 
he  also  found  fault  with  the  Commission- 
ers.   At  any  rate,  if  my  noble  Friend  did 
not  directly  censure,  he  did,  by  implica- 
tion,  state  that  some  blame  was  to  be  at^ 
tached  to  the  Commissioners  acting  under 
the  Church  Temporalities  Bill.     My  noble 
Friend  read  a  statement  from  their  Keport, 
in  which  they   stated  that  they  thought 
that  it  was  expedient  to  spend  75,000/.  a 
year  in  the  repair  of  churches;    but  he 
added  that,  in  particular  instances,  they 
had    sent    down  100/.  for   the  repair  of 
churches  which  did  not  require  more  than 
6L  to  be  laid  out  upon  them,  and  this  had 
occurred  in  parishes  where  there  were  Pro- 
testant gentlemen  who  were  ready  to  con- 
tribute the  51,    The  noble  Lord  passed 
over  the  defects  of  the   Act   which   he 
wished    to    introduce,  and  went    to  the 
clauses  of  the  Bill   before   the    House, 
which   gave  power  to   the   Secretary  of 
State  to  reduce  the  income  or  revenue  of 
the  clergy  to  the  minimum,  and  he  as- 
sumed that  this  would  be  acted  upon  in 
every  case ;  and  he  added,  that  thus,  by 
impoverishing  the  clergy,  the  Government 
would  be  enabled  to  raise  a  large  surplus 
to  devote  to  other  purposes.     I  think  that 
this  was  carrying  the  argument  to  the  ex- 
treme, and  to  an  unfair  length,  for  it  is 
always  to  be  assumed  that  the  Govern- 
ment of  the  day,  in  which  there  is  placed 
a  discretionary  power,  will   carry  a  Bill 
into  effect  according  to  the  spirit  of  it, 
and  according  to  the  sense  in  which  it  re- 
ceived  the   sanction  of  Parliament,  and 
will  not  strive  to  violate  the  principle  of 
the  Bill.    If  the  Act  stated  that  from  200/. 
to  300/.  a  year  was  to  be  given  to  a  clergy- 
man, according  to  circumstances — if  they 
always  gave  200/,,  whatever  might  be  the 
circumstances  of  the  case,  and  never  300/. 
— they  would  not  act  fairly  or  in  confor- 
mity with  the  meaning  or  spirit  of  the 
Bill.     I  think  that  Parliament  would  feel 
that  any  Secretary  of  State,  or  any  Minis- 
ter of  the  Crown,  would  neglect  his  duty 
if  the  Bill  should  be  carried  into  operation 
in  this  way.      But  if  any  other  persons 
«hould  be  proposed  to  carry  the  Bill  into 
effect  than  the  Ecclesiastical  Commission- 
ers of  the  Protestant  Church,  I  should  be 
happy  to  agree  to  the  arrangement,  pro- 
vided it  can  be  shown  to  be  more  satisfac- 
tory than  the  one  we  propose,  for  I  do  not 
mean  to  say  that  they  are  the  only  persons 


who  caa  carry  the  piovisioBs  of  Ike  Bill 
into  effect.  I  repeat,  if  there  are  other 
peraont  who,  in  the  opinion  of  Parliameiit, 
are  better  adapted  to  carry  out  the  plan.  I 
am  quite  ready  to  assent  to  a  chaoge  in 
this  part  of  the  measure*  It  waa  always 
said  in  the  course  of  the  debate  on  tlua 
subject  last  year,  that  there  would  be  no 
surplus  if  the  Bill  was  passed — that,  in 
fact,  a  calculation  was  made  of  a  turpliM 
which  would  not  appearand  which  would 
altogether  vanish  in  operation,  and  that  it 
was  only  an  imaginary  surplus  on  paper. 
I  confess  that  my  noble  Friend's  proposi- 
tion was  more  acceptable  in  appearance 
than  the  assertion  so  constantly  made  laat 
year,  because  my  noble  Friend  saya  that 
there  will  be  too  large  a  surplus,  and  in- 
deed so  large  that  we  shall  not  know  how 
to  apply  it — that  more  will  be  received 
than  was  necessary  for  the  payment  of  the 
60,000/.  a  year  for  education.  At  any 
rate  we  shall  carry  into  effect  the  otj^ect 
intended  of  applying  any  surplus  that  amy 
arise  to  the  purpose  of  general  educaUon ; 
and  my  noble  Friend  need  not  be  under 
any  alarm  as  to  too  much  accruing  for  this 
purpose  for  a  considerable  time;  for  in 
the  first  place,  the  50,000/.  a  year  now 
given  from  the  Consolidated  Fund  for  the 
purpose  of  general  education  must  be  re* 
paid.  I  feel  perfectly  well  assured  that  it 
will  bemany  years  before  the  50,000/.  a  year 
thus  advanced  will  be  repaid  by  the  Bill. 
The  right  hon.  Baronet  is  perhaps  satisfied 
that  this  is  the  case.  It  must  be  recol- 
lected, that  any  surplus  of  money  that  nay 
accumulate  in  the  hands  of  the  Commis« 
sioners,  may  be  devoted  for  the  compensa* 
tion  of  those  who  give  up  their  advowsona, 
to  allow  them  to  fall  into  the  hands  of  the 
Commissioners,  that  they  may  come  with., 
in  the  operation  of  the  Bill.  Therefore 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will  not  agree 
with  the  noble  Lord,  that  any  surplns 
would  arise  that  would  be  too  large  for 
the  proposed  purpose;  but, on  the  coo« 
trary,  that  it  would  be  a  long  time  before 
it  would  amount  to  a  large  sum.  At  any 
rate,  I  must  say  that  this  will  be  the  case, 
before  the  sum  will  be  sufficiently  great  to 
be  devoted  to  other  purposes  than  tbeedu* 
cation  of  the  people.  Although,  therefore, 
a  sum  may  arise,  it  will  be  a  very  long  time 
before  there  will  be  a  sufiiciently  large 
surplus  to  render  it  necessary  that  the  at* 
tention  of  Parliament  should  be  drawn  lo 
the  subject.  My  noble  Friend  called  my 
attention   to  one  point  connected,  as  he 
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said,  with  a  surplus— namely,  respecting  provinces,  156,412  members  of  the  Estab* 
gleb«  lands.  He  asked  me  whether  this  lishment,  and  3,408,908  Catholics.  The 
surplus  was  to  be  applied  in  such  a  way  as  principle  on  which  my  noble  Friend  (Lord 
to  give  glebe  lands  to  the  Roman  Ca-  .  Stanley)  proposes  to  proceed,  that  there 
tholics?  He  asked  me  for  a  direct  and  dis- 1  should  be  due  and  adequate  provision 
tinct  answer  to  this  question.  I  then  an-  ,  made  for  the  income  of  the  clergy  who  at- 
swer  directly  and  distinctly — No.  His  ,  tend  to  the  spiritual  interests  of  the 
Majesty's  Government  have  no  intention  156,412  Members  of  the  Church;  but 
to  apply  any  portion  of  the  surplus  from  that  we  should  neglect  altogether  the 
glebe  lands  for  the  Roman  Catholic  clergy.  \  3,408,908  Catholics.  Upon  this  principle 
I  state  now,  as  I  did  on  a  former  occasion,  |  we  entirely  differ.  We  differ  entirely  as 
that  we  intend  to  devote  any  surplus  that  regards  this  Dill,  and  as  regards  every 
may  arise  to  the  same  purposes  as  we  pro*  \  other  measure  respecting  Ireland.  I  and 
posed  to  do  last  year — namely,  Bi^st  to  ;  my  colleagues  are  of  opinion  that  the  Go- 
apply  what  is  requisite  for  the  Protestant'  vcrnment  of  Ireland,  in  consequence  of 
Ministers  of  the  Established  Church,  and  the  mode  in  which  it  has  acted,  has  at  all 
to  devote  any  surplus  which  might  after-  times,  and  down  to  almost  the  latest  pe- 
wards  arise  from  the  revenues  of  the  riod,  been  productive  of  great  evil,  by  en- 
Church  to  the  general  education  of  the  cou raging  a  strong  party  spirit,  and  has 
people,  without  any  distinction  as  to  reli-  j  much  neglected  the  interests  of  the  great 
gion  or  creed.  I  will  not  trouble  the  |  body  of  the  people.  I  could  give  some 
House  with  giving  any  explanations  of  the  \  instances  in  proof  of  this  of  a  different 
details  of  this  Bill ;  because  my  noble  :  kind,  and  on  different  subjects  from  the 
Friend  (Lord  Morpeth)  who  proposed  the  ,  present  measure,  but  I  think  that  this 
Bill,  and  to  whom  is  due  the  merit  of  J  is  the  great  point  of  difference  between  us 


framing  the  Bill,  on  what  I  consider  to  be 
just  prmciples,  will  be  prepared  to  enter 
into  its  details ;  and  also  to  show  that  he 
has  allowed  a  sufficiency  for  the  clergy, 
and  to  explain  the  grounds  on   which  he 


-and  our  opponents.  There  would  be  no 
ditHcuity  in  pointing  out  how  that  differ- 
ence of  principle  has  operated,  and  show-* 
ingr*  by  illustration  and  example,  how  the 
Government  has  been  carried  on.     One  in- 


framed  the  scale  of  incomes.  I  confess  |  stance  which  recently  came  under  my 
that  if  I  had  had  to  frame  the  outline  of  attention,  as  a  striking  illustration  of  the 
the  Bill,  I  am  not  quite  sure  that  I  should  system,  I  may  mention  it.  It  is  an  instance 
have  allotted  a  scale  to  the  same  amount;  <  which  was  mentioned  in  this  House  on  a 
but  this  is  a  subject  on  which  my  noble  '  former  occasion,  though  perhaps  not  in  a 
Friend  will  be  prepared  to  answer  any  ob-  way  to  make  that  impression  on  the 
jections.  In  consequence  of  the  objec-  House  which  I  think  that  it  should  have 
tioos  made  last  year,  we  have  felt  disposed  •  made.  My  right  hon.  Friend,  the  At- 
to  yield  in  some  degree  upon  one  point. '  torney  General  for  Ireland,  in  taking  a 
We  now  propose  to  keep  up  the  number  '  view  of  the  state  of  that  country  in  his 
of  benefices,  and  to  afford  a  sufficiency  official  capacity,  found  that  it  was  not  the 
for  the  maintenance  of  each  clergyman, '  practice  to  prosecute  officially  at  the 
requisite  for  the  due  performance  of  divine  Quarter  Sessions  those  persons  who  had 
worship*  I  cannot  go  farther;  but  the  been  guilty  of  assaults,  and  who  engaged 
plan  we  now  propose  to  act  upon  is  similar  in  quarrels  which  often  led  to  bloodshed, 
in  principle  to  that  of  the  former  measure ;  He  was  of  opinion  that  leaving  such 
and  it  is  the  principle  on  which  the  Minis-  '  crimes  unpunished  addicted  the  peasantry 
ters  still  propose  to  act.  Do  hon.  Gen- ;  to  lawless  outrages,  and  contributed  to  ex- 
tlemen  forget  the  relative  proportions  in  cite  in  them  a  disregard  of  the  law.  My 
some  parts  of  Ireland,  between  the  Mem-  right  hon.  Friend  directed  that  not  only 
bers  of  the  Established  Church  and  of  other  the  Crown  Solicitor  should  attend  at  the 
religious  communities  ?  Take  two  of  the  different  assizes,  but  that  Solicitors  should 
provinces  of  Ireland — the  provinces  of  be  appointed  to  attend  and  prosecute 
Tuam  and  Cashel.  In  Tuam  there  are  these  assaults  at  the  various  Quarter  Ses- 
44,599  Members  of  the  Established  sions  in  Ireland.  A  question  on  this  sub- 
Church,  and  1,188,568  Catholics.  In  jtct  was  laised  in  the  House  only  a  few 
Cashel  there  ifre  1 1 1,813  Members  of  the  weeks  ago.  It  was  asked,  whether  many 
Eatabiished  Church,  and  2/220,340  of  the  Solicitors  appointed  to  carry  on 
Roman    Catholics;   making  in    the  two    these     prosecutions    were    not     Roman 
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Catholics.  The  object  was  to  put  down 
outrages  and  prevent  crime,  and  for 
this  purpose  to  use  the  efforts  and  skill 
of  the  different  Solicitors  in  the  various 
towns  in  Ireland.  The  question  was  not 
raised  as  to  whether  this  proceeding  was 
desirable — as  to  whetlier  the  purse  and 
revenues  of  the  Crown  should  be  used  for 
the  purpose  of  preventing  crime,  but  as  to 
whether  the  solicitors  employed  to  carry 
on  these  prosecutions  werfe  not  Roman  Ca- 
tholics. I  can  give  another  instance  of  the 
snnic  kind  with  respect  to  the  administra- 
tinn  of  justice  in  Ireland^  and  with  refer- 
ence to  which  my  right  hon.  Friend  has 
succeeded  in  making  an  alteration.  It  has 
been  the  practice — although  an  alteration 
has  been  made  by  the  recent  jury  law  for 
Ireland — for  the  Crown  to  challenge  fifty 
or  more  persons  called  as  jurors  in  a  com- 
mon case,  and  where  there  was  nothing  of 
a  serious  nature,  and  this  merely  on  some 
political  or  religious  suspicion.  The  con. 
sequence  of  this  practice  was,  that  there 
arose  a  suspicion  on  the  part  of  the  people 
against  the  trial  by  jury,  and  it  was  be- 
Heved  that  in  these  cases  the  source  of 
justice  was  tainted  and  was  not  impartial. 
My  right  hon.  Friend  directed  that  the 
practice  should  cease,  and  that  all  persons 
called  upon  juries  should  serve.  I  have 
received  a  number  of  letters  from  impar- 
tial persons  in  Ireland,  who  inform  me 
that  this  change  had  already  had  a  visible 
and  obviously  beneficial  effect  on  the  minds 
of  the  people.  They  now  feel  a  security 
in  the  administration  of  justice,  and  they 
5ay  that  they  shall  have  a  fair  trial  when 
Ciilled  up.  The  trials  for  offences  which 
grew  out  of  popular  differences  are  atten- 
tively regarded  by  the  people,  and  they 
now  say,  when  a  man  is  prosecuted  that  at 
any  rate  he  wdll  have  a  fair  trial,  and  jus- 
tice will  be  done.  It  is  only  by  means 
such  as  these,  and  by  attending  to  the 
wants  and  wishes  of  the  people  of  Ireland, 
that  we  shall  prevail  on  them  to  cease  to 
resort  to  crime  on  any  occasion,  and  to  sup. 
port  the  law  and  the  institutions  of  the 
country,  and  to  give  to  the  Government 
and  Parliament  that  confidence  without 
which  armies  are  useless  for  the  preserva- 
tion of  tranquillity.  But  I  cannot  avoid 
mentioning  another  subject  which,  indeed, 
is  different  from  the  present  matter  of  de- 
bate, but  which  I  shall  soon  have  an  oppor- 
tunity of  bringing  under  the  consideration 
of  the  House.  I  mean  the  Bill  which  was 
proposed  to  the  House  on  the  subject  of 
Municipal  Corporations  m  Ireland.     This 


is  one  instance  of  a  measure  by  which  we 
propose  that  Ireland  should  be  governed  on 
the  same  principles  of  equal  justice  which 
we  wish  to  apply  in  this  Bill — and  let  no 
man  say  this  does  not  belong  to  the  subject 
before  the  House — for  Municipal  Reform 
for  Ireland  was  opposed  on  similar  grounds 
to  those  which  are  now  urged  against  this 
measure ;  and  iu  both  instances  such  ai^-* 
ments  were  because  the  principles  of  both 
parties  were  essentially  different  as  to  the 
mode  of  governing  Ireland.  We  hold  that 
the  Roman  Catholics  of  Ireland  arc  to  be 
considered  on  an  equal  account  with  their 
Protestant  fellow-subjects,  and  that,  as  they 
freely  wish  to  join  with  us  in  loyalty  to 
the  Throne  and  attachment  to  the  Con- 
stitution, it  is  right  they  should  enjoy  the 
same  rights  and  privileges  as  we  enjoy. 
Our  opponents,  on  the  other  hand,  main-* 
tain  that  the  Roman  Catholics  are  aliens  in 
blood,  differing  from  their  fellow-subjects 
in  religious  opinions,  and  only  waiting  for 
an  opportunity  to  shake  off  the  govern* 
ment  of  this  country  as  tyrannous  and 
oppressive.  Undoubtedly,  adopting  such 
principles,  our  opponents  must  adopt,  and 
did  adopt,  a  course  of  proceeding  very  dif- 
ferent from  that  which  we  recommend, 
and  in  which  we  are  supported.  I  have 
now  had  an  opportunity  (which  I  had 
not  had  when  I  last  addressed  the  House 
on  this  subject)  of  seeing  the  printed  Bill 
sent  down  to  the  House  on  the  subject  of 
the  Corporations  of  Ireland,  and  1  must 
say,  that  the  same  principle  whidi  ran 
through  the  alterations  which  had  been 
made  in  that  Bill,  was  the  same  on  which 
the  amendment  moved  to  night  by  the 
noble  Lord  (Stanley)  was  founded — namely, 
the  principle  of  contempt  for  the  Roman 
Catholics,  and  the  desire  for  their  degra- 
dation. That  principle  runs  through  the 
whole  of  the  amendments  of  the  noble 
Lord,  and  I  must  confess,  that  when  the 
noble  Lord  (Francis  Egerton)  proposed  the 
instruction  to  the  Committee  on  a  former 
occasion,  I  wondered  by  what  provisions  it 
was  intended  to  carry  the  principle  of  that 
instruction  into  effect.  But  when  I  now 
see  my  noble  Friend  (Lord  Stanley)  sup- 
porting precisely  the  same  principle,  I  am 
still  more  disposed  to  wonder  how  it  is 
that  the  noble  Lord  and  the  hon.  Baronet 
agree  in  supporting  that  principle,  their 
opinions  on  political  questions  having  long 
been  so  different.  I  cannot  find  that  th^r 
new  proposition  is  founded  on  the  Whig 
principle  of  liberty,  or  on  the  Tory  prin- 
ciple of  Tory  reverence  for  anoient  instita- 
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lions;  but,  on  the  contrary,  it  is  a  mixture  |  fellow-subjects  with  regard  and  afieclion, 
of  some  foreign  adaptation,  in  which  is  '  and  thus  lead  to  a  real  and  complete  union 
combined  whatever  is  worst  in  the  example  '  of  the  two  countries. 
of  the  destructiveness  of  the  French  re-  I  Mr.  Ldrou  had  paid  due  attention  to 
public  with  what  is  most  despotic  in  their  the  speech  of  the  noble  Lord  (the  Secretary 
military  empire.  In  considering  the  amend-  j  of  State),  but  could  discover  in  it  nothing 
raent  of  my  noble  Friend  I  am  compelled  to  I  which  in  his  judgment  could  be  considered 
look  at  it  with  reference  to  the  whole  of  the  ,  as  an  answer  to  the  powerful  speech  of  the 
political  principles  adopted  with  regard  to  !  noble   Lord   who    opened    the  debate — a 


Ireland.  From  that  point  I  shall  not  depart,  speech  more  gratifying?  to  all  the  friends  of 
I  consider  the  Bill  as  involving  the  whole  the  church — more  full  of  accurate,  infor- 
question  of  the  principles  on  which  Ireland  |  mation  and  well-arranged  details — more 
is  to  be  governed ;  and  whether  that  shall '  conclusiveand  triumphant  in  its  deductions, 
be  in  accordance  with  the  wisdom  and  he  had  never  heard  in  that  House.  He 
sense  of  the  country,  and  directed  by  that  \  was  not,  therefore,  much  surprised  that 
reason  which,  as  my  noble  Friend  observed, '  the  noble  Lord  opposite  should  shrink 
should  be  the  guide  ofthe  course  of  Govern-  from  the  task  of  attempting  a  reply,  and, 
ment,  or  whether  it  shall  be  only  in  con-  '  sinking  under  its  staggering  effect,  should 
formity  to  the  doniinalion  of  one  party,  think  it  prudent  to  divert  the  attention  of 
If  the  House  be  of  opinion  that  we  must  the  ^ouse  from  the  real  merits  ofthe 
consider  the  wants  and  wishes  and  interests  qtiestion  before  them,  and  introduce  his 
of  the  Roman  Catholic  subjects  of  his  \  amusing  episodes  on  the  Sessions  Bill  of 
Majesty,  then  it  will  be  right  and  consistent  the  Attorney-General  for  Ireland,  on  the 
to  allow  the  Bill  of  my  noble  Friend  (Lord  i  practice  of  challenging  jurors  at  the 
Morpeth)  near  me  to  be  proceeded  with  ;  .  a?s«^es,  and  on  the  equally  relevant  subject 
if,  however,  the  House  be  of  opinion  that  ^  ^\^  ^""'^  Municipal  Corporation  Bill, 
this  important  point  should  be  altogether  [  f"  ^.^^  "^^^^  Lord  s  wide  range  of  topics, 
omitted  from  our  consideration,  then  i  1  fi^reign  and  irrelevant  to  the  question  under 
must  admit  that  the  plan  of  the  noble  ;^l8Cussion,  he  had  contrived  to  press  into 
Lord  (Stanley)  opposite  is  well  worthy  of  ,  Y\  ^^'^Jf /^,«,  ™'lf  ^^  ^oiicy  of  France, 
consideration.     I  contend  that  the  course  |  but  omitted  altogether  to  grapple  with  the 

pursued  by  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  in-  ^^^.^f"'^"?  ^l  IT''^  V""")  ^T  \^'^ 
•^  ,         ^i''       _  ^^     »i  ^*   Lr*   ,   *k«    noble  Friend,  the  Member  for  Lanrashire. 

volves   this  consequence — that  after   the    r,.|  \  *i.      j-         •         i   ^i 

„  -  ^  I.        1     •  I  J  i hey  were  not  then  discussinii:  whctlur  or 

House,  of  Commons    has  decided  upon        .  ■'.,         i      ij  l  1  ur  i        *. 

,,         ♦*    .  I  L-  i_   I    I      I     I    II  u      not  they  should  have   an  establishment : 

the  principle  on  which  Ireland  shall  be  ,  ^,^^  ^^^\^  ^ord,  the  Secretary  for  Ireland, 
governed  for  the  future,  namely,  the  prin-  j  ^„^^^^  ^,,^^  ^,,^  establishment  should  con- 
cipleof  justice  and  equal  laws,  if  we  should  .  ^j„„^  ^^  ^  supported,  and  that  adequate 
now  rescind  that  promise  and  make  the  I  ^vision  should  be  made  for  all  the  wants 
cup  we  have  held  out  to  them,  as  bitter  as  ^^  ^j,^  Established  Church,  before  they 
disappointment  can  make  it  arid  tell  them  ^^„,j  ^x^^^^^  ^ne  fraction  of  its  revenues, 
that  they  must  expect  to  find  it  sweeter ,  q„  ^j^^^  j„^  ^  ^^  ^^^  ^^  ^^^^^  t,,^ 
and  more  palatable,  if  we  are  now  to  per-  „^i,|g  j^^^d,  as  he  was  fully  satisfied  that 
sist  m  a  course  which  is  degrading  to  I  ^p^n  the  closest  examination  of  the  wants 
them,  and  which  both  sacrifices  the  prin-  .  ^nd  revenues  of  the  establishment,  it  would 
ciple.  and  pollutes  the  source  of  justice  as  |  i^  fo^nd  that  the  ideal  surplus  of  which 
regards  them,  we  shall  have  to  contend  they  had  heard  so  much  could  have  no 
with  much  opposition  and  with  many  ob-  existence  except  in  the  fanciful  notions  of 
stacles  from  the  feelings  which  will  be  his  Majesty's  Ministers.  It  was  assuredly 
manifested  by  the  people  of  Ireland  ;    and    {„  the  noble  I^d's  i^wer  to  grant  fifty 


I  think,  likewise,  that  we  should  have  to 
contend  with  the  reason  and  opinion  of 
the  people  of  England  who  now  are  turning 
their  attention  to  Irish  subjects,  and  will 
not  be  willing  I  think  to  maintain  the 
present  system  in  Ireland.  I  have  confi- 
dence in  the  English,  I  feel  convinced  that 
they  will  do  as  they  have  always  done, 
namely,  do  as  they  would  be  done  by, 
and  QD  tbeie  tubjects  treat  their  Irish 


thousand  a-year  for  the  education  of  the 
Irish  people,  if  that  were  really  the  object; 
and  it  little  mattered  from  what  source 
the  supply  for  educational  purposes  was 
derived,  provided  that  it  proved  fully  ade- 
quate for  the  objects  contemplated.  Was 
it  to  lose  all  its  value  to  the  Irish  people, 
unless  it  were  derived  from  this  surplus, 
which,  upon  close  examination^  would  tura 
out  to  be  a  perfect  delusion?    He  would 
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tlicreforc  entreat  his  Majesty's  Govern  merits 
in  mercy  to  the  church,  in  mercy  to  com- 
mon sense,  and  to  the  character  of  the 
Government  itself^  to  give  up  this  chase, 
this  pursuit  of  a  phantom,  and  honestly  to 
meet  us  in  the  adjustment  of  the  tithe 
question,  and  in  a  plan  for  the  better  dis- 
tribution of  the  property  of  the  Church. 
Taking  the  documents  on  which  the 
Government  relied,  and  the  principles  in 
which  tbey  professel  to  proceed  in  regard 
to  the  Church,  it  was  capable  of  a  perfect 
demonstration,  that  no  surplus  coula  exist, 
after  the  spiritual  wants  of  the  Protestants 
of  Ireland  were  sufficiently  provided  for.  If, 
as  the  noble  Lord  the  Secretary  for  Ireland 
admitted,  the  establishment  was  to  be  con- 
tinued, there  were  three  things  essential 
for  its  maintenance— in  every  place  where 
it  was  to  be  continued,  there  should  be  a 
clergyman  to  every  benefice,  a  church  for 
the  congregation,  and  a  residence  for  the 
clergyman ;  and  if  these  essential  objects 
were  even  decently  provided  for  out  of  the 
revenues  of  the  establishment,  it  was  totally 
impossible  that  any  surplus  could  remain. 
Indeed,  it  was  evident  from  the  dubious 
manner  in  which  the  noble  Lord  (the  Irish 
Secretary)  expressed  himself  upon  iiitro-  ' 
duting  tnc  Bill,  he  had  his  own  misgivings  ' 
on  the  subject.  He  says,  *'  I  admit  this  ' 
surplus  will  be  liable  to  further  encroach-  j 
ments,  and  in  calculations  with  regard  to 
which  much  will  depend  on  future  arrange- 
ments, it  would  be  presumptuous  to  pre- 
tend to  perfect  accuracy."  He  added,  *'  I 
only  therefore  venture  to  point  out  the  pro- 
bable results  of  the  change  we  propose."  I'he 
noble  Lord  said,  "  It  will  also  be  remem- 
bered, that  no  part  of  the  surplus  to  be 
realized  can  become  available  until  existing 
interests  are  satisfied,  and  purchases  of 
advowsons  effected^  together  with  other 
changes  appertaining  to  the  plan  we  pro- 
j)08e."  The  noble  Lord  stated  his  fund 
for  the  maintenance  of  the  parochial  clergy 
at  459,550/. ;  but  in  this  he  included  Pri- 
mate Boultcr*s  fund^  5,000/.  per  annum, 
which  being  a  charitable  fund,  appropriated 
to  other  uses,  should  be  excluded.  The 
noble  Lord  had  also  omitted  the  tax  on 
clerical  income,  which  should  be  deducted, 
2S,000/.  |>er  annum,  making  a  total  deduc- 
tion of  27i000/.  per  annum^  leaving  only 
an  income  of  432,550/.  Let  the  House 
then  see,  upon  the  noble  Lord's  own  princi- 
plesy  what  surnlus  he  could  expect  from  this 
income,  applying  it  only  to  the  object  of 
maintenance,  and  excluding  altogether  the 
pbjects  of    providing  glebe-bouses  and 


places  of  worship.    According  to  the  report 
of  the  noble   Lord's   Commissioners,    the 
number  of  benefices  in  Ireland  was  1,S85. 
According  to  the  same  Report,  the  Church 
of  England  population  amounted  to  852,0(>4. 
This  would  give  each  benefice  an  arcra«;e 
of  6*1 5  souls.     Well,  the  noble  Lord  would, 
according  to  his  own  proposal,  a&sign  to  an 
incumbent  with  that  proportion  of  duty 
300/.  per  annum,  making  a  sum  total  for 
1,385  benefices  of  455,000/.,  thus  at  once 
reducing  the    noble    Lord's    surplus    to 
17,000/.   per  annum.     Supposing   no   in. 
crease  in  the  number  of  benefices ;  but  the 
noble   Lord   proposed  that  four  hundred 
and  seventy- eight  unions  should  be  broken 
up,  the  result  of  which  would  be  an  increase 
of  five  hundred  and  twenty  benefices  in 
addition  to  those  already  in  existence,  fur 
which  there  was  no  other  provision  than 
this  17,000/.  |)er  annum.      But  although 
the  noble  Lord*s  Dill  made  provision  for 
breaking  up  these  unions,  with  an  incon- 
sistency which  the  ncble  Lord  had  not  yet 
attempted  to  reconcile  or  explain,  he  had 
rated  the  number  of  benefices  at  twelve 
hundred  and  fifteen  ;  much   less  had  the 
noble  Lord  informed  the  House  from  what 
source  lie  intended  to  provide  a  maintenance 
for  the  clergymen  of  those  additional  bene- 
fices, which  would  be  consequent  on  the  sub- 
division of  the  unions,  and  against  th«  con- 
tinuance of  which  so  many  objections  had 
been  urged   in   that  House.     Much  had 
been  said  of  the  extravagant  wealth  of  the 
Irish  Church   Establishment;  to  that  an 
answer  in  a  great  measure  had  been  given 
by  the  able  exposition  of  the  noble  Lord 
(Stanley),  who  had  treated  every  purt  of 
the  subject  so  ably,  as  to  leave  little  for 
others  to  say  ;  he  would,  therefore,  confine 
himself  to  a  few  particulars,  to  show  the 
fallacy  of  the  assertion.     On  the  10th  of 
May,   1833,  a  leturn  was  made  to  that 
House  of  the  value  of  all  the  benefices  in 
Ireland ;    he  held   that  document  in    his 
hand,  and  he  found  in  that  return  that 
there  were  six  hundred  and  seventy-eight 
benefices  not  exceeding  300/.  a-year,  while 
those  exceeding  1,000/.  a-year  were  only 
seventy-one,  and  those  exceeding  1,500/. 
a-year  were  only  thirty-one.     This  was 
previous  to  the  reductions  made  by  the 
"  Irish   Church   Temporalities  Bill,"  by 
which  a  large  reduction  was  made  by  the 
income  tax,  laid  on  in  lieu  of  vestry  cess, 
and  previous  to  the  reduction  now  proposed 
to  be  made  of  32 1  per  cent. ;  so  that,  in 
effect,  the  thirty-one  livings  of  1,500/.  per 

annuo);  or  upwardsi  would  be  reduced  tg 
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about  IflOOL  per  anDum«  whidi  would  be 
the  highest  amount  of  any  benefice.  He 
did  not  mention  these  facts,  nor  did  he 
consider  them  as  any  grounds  for  continu- 
ing the  comparativelv  nigh  amount  of  those 
benefices,  unless  wnere  the  duties  were 
roportionately  severe  and  extensive ;  but 
e  alluded  to  them  for  the  purpose  of 
removing  the  fallacy  so  industriously  cir- 
culated, and  to  prove  that  there  existed  no 
redundancy  of  funds  nor  monstrously  over- 
grown livings  in  the  Irish  Church.  Indeed 
the  statement  of  its  income,  as  made  by 
the  noble  Lord  (Morpeth)  sufficiently 
showed  how  exaggerated  were  the  notions 
entertained  by  Members  of  that  House  on 
the  supposed  wealth  of  the  establishment 
in  Ireland.  He  was  at  a  loss  to  conjecture 
bow  the  noble  Lord,  and  the  hon.  Member 
for  St.  Alban*8  could  settle  their  difference 
on  this  subject,  when  he  recollected  that 
the  hon.  Member  for  St.  Al ban's  on  a 
former  occasion  stated  the  revenues  of  the 
Irish  Church  at  nearly  a  million  yearly^ 
which,  by  the  more  accurate  statement  of 
the  noble  Lord,  was  now  reduced  to  459>000/l 
and  should  in  reality  stand  at  432,000/.  But 
let  it  be  supposed  ror  a  moment  there  was 
this  surplus,  after  providing  for  the  main- 
tenance of  the  clergy,  were  there  no  other 
wants  of  the  Church  to  be  provided  for  ? 
If  their  incomes  were  to  be  reduced,  and 
screwed  down  to  the  "  starving  point," 
could  they  afford  to  build  glebe-houses? 
Heretofore  glebe-houses  were  built  partly 
out  of  the  incomes  of  the  clergy,  and 
partly  by  assistance  from  the  board  of  first 
fruits.  This  latter  fund  had  been  for  a 
time  diverted  to  other  purposes  by  the 
Church  Temporalities  Act,  and  it  was  hard 
enough  to  leave  upon  the  present  incum- 
bents and  their  successors,  with  greatly 
reduced  incomes,  the  charges  for  building 
already  existing  on  their  benefices,  without 
expecting  any  further  expenditure.  The 
present  state  of  the  church,  as  to  glebes, 
appeared  by  the  Report  of  the  Commis- 
sioners to  be  this — there  were  535  bene, 
fices  without  glebe-houses  ;  the  Church  of 
England  population  in  these  places  stood 
thus : — 


In  324 
In  215 
In  171 
In  65 
In  U 


it  iros  above 100 

300 

500 

— , 1000 

2000 


Upon  what  principle  consistent  with  the 
proposed  object  of  providing  first  for  the 
spiritual  wants  of  the  Protestant  population. 
Were  those  places  to  be  left  without  glebe- 


houses  ?  The  Commissioners  of  the  Church 
Temporalities  had  reported,  that  for  want 
of  funds  they  were  unable  to  attend  to  the 
numerous  applications  made  to  them  for 
assistance  in  the  building  of  glebe-houses. 
If  the  large  unions  were  to  l^  broken  up, 
and  an  increase  of  520  benefices  made 
thereby,  where  were  funds  to  be  provided 
for  glebe-houses  in  these  newly- created 
benefices?  So  that  whether  the  present 
or  future  condition  of  the  Church 
be  looked  at,  it  was  a  perfect  delusion  to 
reckon  upon  any  surplus,  after  supplying 
its  absolute  necessities.  The  thira  requi- 
site for  the  maintenance  of  an  establish- 
ment was,  that  parishes  should  be  pro- 
vided with  places  of  worship*  Accord- 
ing to  the  Report  of  tne  Commis- 
sioners, there  were  at  present  250  bene- 
fices without  a  church,  and  196  instances 
in  which  other  buildings  were  used  as  sub- 
stitutes for  churches,  or  in  lieu  of  Chapels 
of  Ease.  These  were  described  by  the 
Commissioners  as,  in  some  cases,  a  barn  or 
a  farm.house — in  others  a  school-room  or 
the  session-house,  the  minister's  house,  or 
even  a  coach-house.  Was  it  fit  that  Pro- 
testant congregations  should  be  left  to  shift 
in  this  manner  for  the  performance  of  Divine 
Worship,  if  there  really  were  the  surplus 
of  which  the  noble  Lord  spoke  >  In  the 
resolution  of  the  House  on  which  they 
were  proceeding,  as  well  as  in  the  Bill  of 
the  noble  Secretary,  it  was  expressly  laid 
down,  that  this  surplus,  this  ideal  surplus, 
was  not  to  be  diverted  from  its  original 
objects,  until  all  the  "  spiritual  wants"  of 
the  Protestants  of  Ireland  were  sufficiently 
supplied.  How  could  that  be,  he  would 
again  ask,  if  places  of  worship  were  not  to 
be  provided  where  there  were  congrega- 
tions ready  to  make  use  of  them.  The 
funds  formerly  applied  to  that  purpose 
were  the  vestry-cess  and  the  first-firuits. 
These  had  been  taken  away,  and  the  sub- 
stitute devised  to  supply  the  deficiency 
had  wholly  failed.  The  Commissioners' 
stated  that  there  was  no  adequate  fund, 
nor  was  there  any  prospect  of  an  adequate 
fund,  although  applications,  urgent  and 
pressing,  were  contmually  made  to  them 
for  means  to  build  and  repair  churches. 
As  the  noble  Lord  (the  Member  for  Lan- 
cashire) had  already  described  to  the 
House  that  part  of  the  Commissioners' 
Report,  he  would  not  repeat  it;  but  he 
would  ask  how  much  would  this  want  be 
felt  when,  by  the  breaking  up  of  unions, 
the  number  of  benefices  requiring  places  of 
worship  was  increased*    He  put  it  tg  the 
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noMe  Lord  (MoqieCli),  ni  whom  regard  for 
the  welfare  &f  the  dmrdi  he  had  sorcasoo 
todoobtf— Hepot  Htofaim  tooootider,  in 
what  conditioo  the  church  most  be  wheo 
5M  henefioea  were  added  ^  He  wi|yuacd 
the  noble  Lord  meant  that  the  pronsioDS 
of  hit  own  Bfli  in  respect  to  the  breaking 
op  ci  km  unions  should  be  carried  into 
effect.  With  what  consistency,  then,  ooald 
the  noMe  Lord  or  the  Honse  appropriate 
this  assumed  surplus  to  other  purposes 
whilst  so  important  a  want  as  that  of 
l^aoes  of  worsnip  was  Ml  unsupplied.  He 
would  implore  the  noble  Lord  oppoMte  to 
leffislate  honestly  and  sincerelf  on  this 
aiugect,  to  give  up  his  useless  pursuit  after 
an  airy  phantom  which  Tanished  as  he 
approached  it,  and  seriously  to  consider  the 
best  practical  way  of  settling  for  erer  this 
question,  which  nad  supplid  so  much  ma- 
terial for  agitation — which  had  been  so 
pregnant  with  discord  and  animosity, — 
which  had  caused  so  much  disturbance 
and  misery  in  Ireland,  and  without  the 
settlement  of  which  there  could  be  no  hope 
that  peace  or  tranquillity  could  be  perma- 
nently established  in  that  country. — [Hear, 
hear,}  He  understood  the  cheers  of  the 
hon.  Member  opposite,  the  hon.  Member 
for  Liocoloy  (Mr.  E.  L.  Bulwer).  By 
that  cheer,  the  hon.  Member  would  give 
the  House  to  understand  that  the  settle, 
ment  of  the  question,  which  he  would 
support,  should  involre  the  total  destruc- 
tion of  the  Established  Church  in  Ireland — 

Mr.  jB.  L.  Bulwer  rose  to  order. — He 
could  not  see  the  propriety  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  discussing  the  meaning 
of  his  cheer. 

Mr.  Le/roy— -if  he  were  not  mistaken  in 
his  interpretation  of  the  cheer  of  the  hon. 
Member,  it  meant  to  convey,  that  peace 
and  harmonv  could  only  be  restored  to 
Ireland  by  the  spoliation  of  the  revenues 
of  the  Irish  Church,  and  its  consequent 
total  abolition.  If  such  was  his  expecta- 
tioni  he  would  find  himself  most  lamentably 
diflnppointed.  "  What,  Sir,  continued  the 
learned  Member,  are  those  to  look  on  with 
peace  and  harmony,  while  the  church  to 
which  they  belong  is  being  plundered  of 
its  rights,  and  the  ministers  they  revere 
reduced  to  want  and  penury?"  If  any 
party  in  that  House,  or  out  of  that  House, 
could  be  so  foolish  as  to  expect  that  the 
subversion  of  the  Irish  Church,  and  the 
alienation  of  its  lawful  revenues,  would 
tend  to  restore  peace  and  harmony  in  Ire- 
laud,  he  would  take  the  liberty  of  assuring 
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tioii.  But  he  was  pneeedsg  with 
appeal  to  the  Dohle  Lord  (Morpeth)  who 
professed  to  feel  so  deep  as  intareBt  ia  die 
wdlkre  of  the  Protestant  ChnrA,  when 
the  cheer  of  die  hon.  Menber  attiacted 
attention.  He  would  most  camesdy  appeal 
to  that  noUe  Lord,  awl  to  his  Maiest/a 
Government^  on  behalf  iii  the  Church  in 
Irriand— OB  behalf  of  the  peace  of  Irdand* 
to  meet  that  side  of  die  House  in  an  adjust- 
ment of  this  question,  and  not  an  e«l  to 
the  disturbance,  the  heart^-bomings,  and 
contention,  which  bad  been  excited  and 
finnettted  by  the  question  of  tithes*— to  give 
to  the  Church  of  Ireland  an  increosed 
effidency,  by  securing  her  rights,  and 
applying  her  revenues  so  as  to  meet  the 
exigencies  ofher  people,  instead  of  occupy- 
ing themselyes  with  an  ideal  surplnsy 
whidi  did  not  exist,  and  whidi  never 
could  exist,  if  the  spiritual  wants  of  the 
Protestant  people  of  Ireland  were  ade- 
quately suppliea. 

Mr.  Powell  Buxton  spoke  as  follows  :  ^ 
In  the  early  part  of  the  speech  of  the 
noble  Lord  (Stanley)  I  ventured  to  in- 
dulge the  hope,  that  he  was  about  to 
exert  his  great  infloence  and  eminent 
talents  in  bringing  this  question  to  a 
happy  and  amicable  issue.  He  spoke  of 
the  small  difference  there  was  between 
the  conflicting  opinions.  A  little  false 
shame,  and  a  little  false  pride,  he  said, 
alone  prevented  an  adjustment;  and  I 
thought  that  no  doubt  he  would  devote 
himself  to  the  task  of  appeasing  and 
smoothing  down  these  petty  asperities.  I 
had,  I  say,  indulged  the  hope  that  the 
noble  Lord  would  render  a  real  service  to 
his  country  and  his  religion,  by  adopting 
this  conciliatory  tone.  But  I  was  speedily 
undeceived:  the  noble  Lord  very  soon 
divided  this  side  of  the  House  into  three 
sections.  The  first  class  was  the  rnisera- 
ble  economists;  the  second,  the  faithful 
but  erring  friends  of  the  Church ;  the 
third,  those  who  were  bent  upon  its  de- 
struction. And  he  speedily  explained  to 
us  the  relative  numbers  of  these  divisions. 
Nine  out  of  ten  on  this  side  of  the  House 
(he  distinctly  asserted^  are  for  the  de- 
struction of  the  Church.  Whether  I  am 
ranked  by  him  as  a  disciple  of  false  and 
miserable  economy,  or  as  an  unwise  and 
misguided  friend  to  our  Establishment,  or 
as  one  of  its  bitter  and  malignant  foes,  I 
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know  not ;  but  this  I  know,  when  I  see  a 
person  of  his  character  and  standing  take 
sQch  licence,  I  have  a  right  to  appeal 
from  his  caricatures,  to  the  real  enact- 
ments of  the  Bill  itself. 

What,  then,  do  I  find  in  the  Bill  ?  I 
first  find  the  tithe  question,  which  every 
one  has  desired,  but  no  one  has  expected, 
to  see  settled,  brought  to  a  satisfactory 
conclusion : — to  this  conclusion — that  the 
incumbent  has  no  longer  to  apply  to 
the  wretched  cottager  and  impoverished 
tenant,  but  has  his  claim  upon  the  land 
itself.  He  has  no  longer  a  nominal  title 
to  his  tithe,  to  be  enforced,  if  he  can,  at 
the  point  of  the  bayonet ;  but  a  real  tithe 
—4  charge  upon  the  first  estate  of  inherit- 
ance, recoverable  by  the  peaceful  process 
of  an  application  to  the  Commissioners  of 
Woods  and  Forests. 

Will  any  one  pretend  to  say,  that  this  is 
ruin  or  even  peril  to  the  Church  ? 

The  second  grand  feature  of  the  Bill  is, 
that  hereafter  there  is  to  be  some  corre- 
spondence between  the  amount  of  duty 
and  the  amount  of  stipend.  Hitherto 
there  has  been  no  necessary  connexion 
between  the  duties  to  be  performed  and 
the  salary  to  be  received.  It  has  hap- 
pened that  some  clergymen,  with  the 
most  arduous  functions  to  discharge,  have 
had  to  receive  little  or  no  remuneration. 
And  the  converse  has  happened  also : 
those  who  had  the  largest  revenue  to 
receive,  had  to  execute  little  or  no  re- 
ligious service.  One  man  has  a  large 
endowment,  but  within  his  fold  hardly  a 
Protestant ;  he  does  little,  and  receives 
high  wages  for  doing  that  little.  Another 
has  a  large  and  growing  population  under 
his  charge,  his  duties  heavy  and  anxious, 
bis  stipend  miserable. 

And  is  our  national  Establishment 
hastening  to  decay,  because  we  adopt  the 
rash  proposal  of  measuring  the  amount  of 
income  by  the  extent  of  duty?  because 
we  take  away  from  the  man  whose  duties 
are  so  light,  a  portion  of  his  pay,  and  give 
it  to  him  who  has  work  to  do,  and  does 
that  work  ?  I  cannot  see  any  want  of  na- 
tural equity  in  this.  I  cannot  see  any 
neglect  of  the  essential  interests  of  the 
Church.  On  the  contrary,  the  present 
system,  by  which  the  Church  is  often 
liberal  and  bountiful  to  the  ineffective, 
and  parsimonious  to  the  useful  labourer, 
is  not  only  injustice,  but  it  is  the  worst 
husbandry  in  the  world. 

Xbe  Cbarcb  io  daogeri  incle«d|  becauie 


you  cherish  and  encourage  the  real  la- 
bourer, and  because  you  enable  yourself 
so  to  do  by  striking  off  a  portion  of  su- 
perfluous remuneration  from  those  from 
whom  you  receive  little  and  limited  ser- 
vice! 1  wish  that  a  proportion  of  that 
common  sense  which  every  man  exercises 
in  his  own  concerns  were  introduced  into 
the  administration  of  the  affairs  of  the 
Church,  and  then  a  rule  somewl^at  of  this 
kind  would  prevail :— Pay  nothing  to  him 
who  does  nothing, — deal  sparingly  with 
him  who  does  little, — and  reserve  your 
bounty  for  those  who  earn  the  bread  they 
eat,  who  deserve  the  stipend  they  receive. 
This,  to  my  mind,  hardly  deserves  the 
harsh  expressions  which  the  noble  Lord 
has  poured  upon  us.  To  me  it  seems  to 
be  economy — true  justice — wise  policy— 
the  restoration  of  the  revenues  of  the 
Church  to  their  right  and  legitimate  uses. 

The  third  capital  feature  of  the  Bill  is, 
that  the  remuneration  to  the  clergy  shall 
hereafter  be  confined  within  certain  limits 
on  either  hand.  It  shall  be,  not  a  state 
of  povertv — not  a  state  of  abundance ;  it 
shall  neither  rise  so  high  as  to  attract  the 
envy  of  the  people,  nor  fall  so  low  as  to 
forfeit  their  respect.  It  realizes  the  de- 
sire expressed  by  the  noble  Lord  (Lord 
Stanley),  "  that  the  ministers  of  religion 
should  escape,  on  the  one  side,  the  ex- 
tremes of  luxurious  affluence ;  and  on  the 
other,  those  of  sordid  poverty."  Again  I 
ask,  where  is  the  wickedness  of  all  this, 
and  where  lies  the  danger  ? 

I  have  mentioned  these  three  leadings 
particulars,  in  order  to  show  to  the  learned 
Gentleman  (Sergeant  Lefroy)  who  has 
just  sat  down,  that  it  is  just  possible  that 
his  Majesty's  Ministers  may  have  some 
other  design  than  that  which  his  charity 
has  been  pleased  to  impute  to  them-— 
namely,  "  the  total  destruction  of  the 
Church  in  the  utter  spoliation  of  its  pro- 
perty." If  these  Ministers  be  wicked 
enough  to  meditate  sueh  results,  is  it  not 
passing  strange  that  they  should  have 
begun  with  three  propositions  which,  by 
the  concession  of  all  men,  including  the 
noble  Lord,  and  even  the  learned  Ser- 
geanty  are  calculated  to  add  to  the  effici- 
ency, to  the  respectability,  and  to  the 
security  of  the  Church  ? 

Gentlemen  attempt  to  terrify  us  by 
saying,  '*  Take  care  what  you  do ;  what 
you  do  in  Ireland  will  be  an  example  and 
a  precedent  for  England."  So  far  as  we 
have  goooi  I  hope  it  may.    I  long  for  tl|« 
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shall  remain,  then  I  contend  that  there  is 
no  application  of  that  residue  more  na- 
tural, more  suitable,  more  appropriate  to 
the  design  for  which  the  property  was 
originally  granted,  or  more  conducive  to 
the  real  welfare  of  the  people,  than  edu- 
cation. 

Education  is,  to  a  certain  extent  a 
religious  object  What  is  the  complaint 
which  has  been  so  often  alleged  against 
the  Church  of  Roime  ?  I  speak  freely ;  I 
shall  endeavour  to  give  no  offence,  for  I 
mean  none.  That  complaint — that  too 
just  complaint  is,  that  the  Catholic  Church 
withholds  the  Scriptures  from  the  people. 
The  unsullied  light  of  gospel  truth  is  not 
shed  upon  them  in  its  original  purity; 
the  mandates  of  their  Maker,  as  he  de- 
livered them,  are  kept  back ;  there  is  the 
complaint. 

Now  the  proposed  system  of  ed  neat  ion 
teaches  them  to  read  the  Bible ;  in  itself 
no  mean  acquirement.  It  gives  them  a 
portion  of  the  Scriptures  to  read,  and  en> 
forces  the  reading  of  that  portion.  Do  I 
say  that  this  is  enough  ?  No ;  I  lament 
that  Scripture  is  thus  sparingly  doled  out. 
]  wish  the  whole  word  of  God  were  in  the 
hands  and  in  the  hearts  of  every  Catholic 
and  of  every  Protestant — of  every  man 
and  every  child  in  Ireland.  That  would, 
and  I  believe  nothing  else  will,  appease 
the  discords  of  that  unhappy  country.  I 
wish  that  all  Catholics,  and  some  Protest- 
ants also, — for  there  are  Protestants,  with 
whom  I  have  entered  into  controversy 
elsewhere,  who  tremble  as  much  at  the 
diffusion  of  the  word  of  God,  without 
note,  comment,  or  human  interpretation, 
as  any  Catholic  upon  earrh; — ardently 
do  I  desire  that  all  men  of  all  persuasions 
would  discard  from  their  minds  the  pre- 
sumptuous notion,  that  they,  creatures  of 
an  hour,  can  invent  any  thing  more  suita- 
ble for  the  instruction  of  mankind  than 
those  Scriptures  which  the  Creator  of  man 
has  sent  for  his  instruction.  Oh !  the  ar- 
rogance of  the  notion,  that  eternal  truth, 
administered  by  unerring  wisdom  for  the 
instruction  of  the  whole  world,  may  do, 
nobody  knows  what  mischief,  unless  sent 
forth  under  the  protection  of  human  folly 
for  Its  guide,  and  human  frailty  for  its 
safeguard  !  And,  oh  !  the  miserable  con- 
sequences which  have  resulted  from  the 
denial  of  Scripture  truth  in  its  original 
purity  I 

But  though  this  system  of  education 
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the  Catholic  to  read.  It  gives  him  a  por- 
tion of  Scripture  to  read.  This,  by  your 
own  showing,  is  better  than  former  times, 
for  then  you  told  us  that  the  Scriptures 
altogether  were  deliberately  withheld  from 
the  people.  So  far  it  is  an  advance ;  and 
I  persuade  myself  that  it  will  be  difficult 
to  prevent  those  who  have  learnt  to  read, 
and  hare  read  a  selection  from  the  Bibkf 
from  perusing  the  remainder  in  after-life* 

But  if  it  be  in  some  sort  a  religions,  it 
is,  to  a  greater  extent,  a  charitable  object. 
What  is  the  curse  of  Ireland  ?  Is  it  not 
that  charity  is  expelled  the  country — that 
Protestant  hates  Catholic,  and  Catholic 
detests  Protestant?  They  are  kept  asunder; 
those  who  ought  to  be  brothers,  are  ar- 
rayed, one  against  the  other,  in  hostile 
bands;  but  how  should  that  spirit  of  ran- 
corous animosity  live  amongst  those  who 
were  educated  at  the  same  school,  and 
shared  together  for  years  the  same  plea* 
sures,  pursuits,  and  studies. 

But  if  it  be  in  any  degree  a  religious  or 
a  charitable  object,  it  is  altogether  a  Pro- 
testant object.  Why,  let  me  ask,  is  the 
learned  Gentleman  a  Protestant?  Why 
am  I  a  Protestant  ?  Because  we  believe 
that  our  religion  is  the  truth  ;  because  we 
fear  that  others  are  in  error.  If  there  be 
this  error,  what  so  calculated  to  disperse 
the  delusion — to  establish  the  truth,  as 
the  spread  and  circulation  of  knowledge? 

If  I  thought  that  light  and  knowledge, 
poured  in  upon  the  controversy  between 
Protestant  and  Catholic,  would  be  really 
giving  an  advantage  to  the  Catholic,  I 
should  begin  to  stispect  that  they  were  in 
the  right.  I  should  recollect  that  error 
alone  loves  obscurity,  and  flourishes  under 
the  disguise  of  darkness ;  but  I  have 
better  faith  in  the  truth  of  my  religion 
than  to  dread,  that  instruction  can  damage 
it.  I,  at  least,  fear  nothing,  though  I  ex- 
pect much,  from  the  uttermost  diflPusion 
of  knowledge.  If  I  am  right,  the  more 
light  the  better;  if  wrong,  I  unfeignedly 
desire  to  be  awakened  to,  and  to  be  de- 
livered from,  my  own  mistakes.  Know- 
ledge never  can  be  the  foe  of  true  re- 
ligion. It  may  show  where  the  wit  and 
ingenuity  of  man,  or  where,  as  it  more 
frequently  happens,  the  folly,  perversity, 
and  selfishness  of  man,  have  stept  asitie 
from  the  plain  Scripture  rule:  it  may 
expose  error,  but  it  confirms  the  truth. 
True  religion,  by  which  I  mean  religion 
based  upon  the  Bible,  has  nothing  to  fear 
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the  Protestant  Church  of  Ireland,  claim 
that  this  long  dispute    should   now   be 
closed.     And  can  we  hope,   at  any  time, 
more  favourable   terms  than  those  which 
are  now  proposed  to  us  ?     Can  we  hope, 
that  while  confessedly  every  day  the  pros- 
pect becomes    darker  and   darker — new 
passions  stirred  up,  new  questions  agitated, 
new  obstacles  conjured  into  existence, — 
when  every   day  brings  into  life  new  dif- 
ficulties ;    can  we   hope,    I   say,   at  any 
future  period,  terms  more  favourable  than 
those  which  are  now  offered  ?  What  are 
they  ?     No  benefice  shall   be  destroyed. 
Is  that  nothing  now  in  the  eyes  of  those 
who   last    year   so    feelingly    contended 
against  the  extinction  of  smaller  benefices  ? 
That  was  then  the  grand  objection  against 
the  Bill.     Many  Gentlemen  felt  it— I  felt 
it  :  it  almost  shook   my   own  vote;  but 
now,  not  one  Protestant  benefice   is  to  be 
extinguished.     Secondly,  the  Tithe  ques- 
tion settled — the  quarrel  of  two  centuries 
brought  to  an  amicable  issue.     The  Arch- 
bishop of  Dublin  has  recently  declared, 
that  this  Tithe   question  has  been  "  the 
unceasing  source  of  mutual  dissatisfaction 
and   agitation."    The  hon,   and    learned 
Member  for  Kilkenny  has  not  been  the 
only  agitator.     There  is  another,  says  the 
most  reverend  Prelate ;  and  by  this  Bill 
that  agitator  would  be  subdued,  disarmed, 
and    extinguished.     Thirdly,   stipend   in 
proportion  to  labour  ;  adding  thereby  to 
the  energy,  the  activity,  and  the  force  of 
the  Protestant  Church.     Fourthly,  not  a 
farthing  alienated  from  the  possessions  of 
the   Church,   till   its  chief  and    primary 
object,  the  maintenance  of  its  ministry,  is 
provided.     Why,  these  are  so  many  new 
foundations  and  buttresses  to  the  Protest- 
ant structure.  They  tend  not  to  impair,  not 
to     overthrow  —  but     to     confirm    and 
strengthen  the  Protestant  Establishment. 

But  doing  so  much  for  ourselves,  are 
we  to  do  nothing  to  satisfy  the  other 
parties  in  this  arbitration  ?  We  make 
them  a  concession — call  it  a  great  one,  if 
you  please ;  we  ought  to  make  great 
sacrifices  for  the  purchase  of  peace.  We 
ought  to  make  g^eat  sacrifices  in  order  to 
improve  the  state  of  things  which  the  noble 
Lord  has  shown  to  be  perilous  to  the 
Church,  and  inconsistent  with  the  peace, 
security,  and  welfare  of  Ireland.  We 
make  then  a  concession — but  a  concession 
of  what  ?  Of  Education  the  foe  of  error, 
the  terror  of  superstition  and  bigotry  and 
intolerance,  1[)ut  the  friend  of  truth,  the 


fast  friend  of  Protestantisra-^if  ProtestAoU 
ism  be  tr  uh,  as  I  know  it  to  be.  I  wonder 
that  Gentlemen  are  not  eager  to  strike  so 
good  a  bargain.  I  could  almost  say, 
I  would  give  the  fifty  thousand  a  year 
to  settle  the  dispute,  were  it,  to  use 
the  noble  Lord's  expression,  to  make 
**  ducks  and  drakes  of.''  How  much 
more  willingly  will  I  give  it  to  the  diffusion 
of  knowledge,  which,  in  my  apprehension, 
must  silently  and  quietly  achieve  our  own 
object ! 

I  apprehend  that  nothing  prevents  Gren- 
tlemen  from  acceding  to  the  proposal, 
except  a  feeling  that  it  is  in  some  sort  a 
sacrifice  of  principle,  an  act  of  unfaithful- 
ness to  the  Protestant  religion,  to  make 
any  concession  to  the  Catholics. 
,  1  think  very,  very  differently.  Cast  out 
of  view  all  considerations  of  the'  political 
state  of  Ireland ;  dismiss  all  pity  for  her 
perpetual  distractions ;  waste  not  a  thought 
on  the  blood  that  is  shed,  and  the  poverty, 
the  squalidness,  the  starvation  which  this 
controversy  has  created.^-Again^  throw  out 
of  view  the  general  interests  of  the  nation, 
which  are  so  closely  linked  with  the  political 
state  of  Ireland : — rigidly  andexclusively  di« 
recting  your  attention  to  the  Church  alone, 
I  maintain  that  the  main  and  capital  inter- 
ests of  the  Protestant  religion,  demand 
that  we  should  make  every  just  and  reason- 
able concession  to  the  Catholics. 

This  fact  stares  me  in  the  face.  I  cannot 
rid  myself  of  it.  It  is  the  source  of  almost 
all  the  notions  I  hold  upon  this  subject. 

This  is  the  fact :— >never  had  any 
Church  such  outward  supports  as  our 
Protestant  Church  has  had  in  Ireland.  A 
Church  munificently  endowed — the  gentry, 
the  wealth,  the  intelligence,  the  rank  of 
the  land,  all  Protestant.  An  army  at  her 
disposal — no  squeamisfaness  in  resorting 
to  physical  force — there  were  times  within 
the  memory  of  living  men  when  it  was  ruin 
and  confiscation  to  be  a  Catholic  ;  when 
it  was  death  to  perform  some  of  the  rites 
of  the  Catholic  Religion  ;  when  ^and  I 
shudder  at  the  memory  of  the  Act  I  am 
going  to  speak  of  ;  I  wonder  almost  that 
our  Church  could  survive  such  atrocity — 
when  we  said  to  the  rising  youth  of  the 
Catholic  gentry  and  nobility — Listen  to 
truth,  come  over  to  our  doctrine,  be  religious 
men, — and  we  give  you,  putting  aside  an 
eternal  inheritance,  liberty  to  tnrn  your  own 
fathers  out  of  doors  I 

These  advantages  the  Protestant  Church 
had.      But  were  they    advantages  ?      I 
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think  Uiey  have  been  the  impedimenu  in 
ourwey;  but  one  edvantage  the  had— 
oeeential  truth  was,  at  I  think,  on  her 
tide  ;  but  truth  itt<;lf,  backed  by  a  Pro- 
tettant  Ettablithment,  by  a  Protettant 
Kingt  a  Protettant  arniTf  a  Protettant 
Parliament  ,*— truth  itteif,  to  (ar  from 
advancing,  hat  not  kept  her  ground  againtt 
error.  The  proportion  of  Protettautt  it 
lett  than  it  wat  a  century  ago. 

Now,  will  the  noble  Lord  explain  to  me 
ihit  phenomenon  ?  "  Truth,"  tayt  the 
|K>et,  **  by  her  own  tinowt  thall  prevail/' 

Why  M  it,  then,  that  undeniable  truth, 
at  he  and  1  hold  it  to  be,  hat  not  prevailed 
—hat  not  Btood  againtt  palpable  error  ? 

My  tolutioo  it,  that  we  have  retorted 
to  force  where  reaion  alone  could  pre- 
vail. We  have  forgotten,  that  though  the 
tword  may  do  itt  work, — mow  down  armiet, 
and  tubdue  nationt,  it  cannot  carry  con- 
viction to  the  nnderttanding  of  men  ;  nay, 
the  very  ute  of  force  tendt  to  create  a 
barrier  to  the  reception  of  that  truth, 
which  it  intendt  to  promote.  We  have 
forgotten,  that  there|  it  tomething  in  the 
human  breatt— no  bateortordid  feeling-— 
the  tame  which  maket  a  generout  mind 
cleave  with  doulile  affection  to  a  dittretted 
and  injured  friend :  that  principle  maket 
men  cleave  with  tenfold  fondnett— deaf 
to  reaton,  deaf  to  remonttrance,  recklett 
of  interett,  prodigal  of  life-*to  a  pertecuted 
religion.  1  charge  the  failure  of  rrotettant 
truth  in  converting  the  Irith,  upon  the 
head  of  Protettant  atcendancy. 

Protettant  atcendancy  I  It  toundt  well 
enough  in  Englith  eart.  It  teemt  to 
metu  no  more  than  the  Church  under  the 
peculiar  protection  of  the  State.  To  that 
the  Rnglith  people  have  not,  I  have  not, 
any  ol)jtction ;  but  it  meant  tomething 
elte  in  Ireland :  it  meant  that  mercilett 
ipirit  which,  under  the  prottituted  name 
of  religion,  hat  been  the  author  of  a 
war,  half  civil,  half  religiout,  which  hat 
prevailed  for  three  centuriet  duration. 
Why,  even  in  my  time— for  1  once  retided 
in  Ireland— what  wat  the  meaning  of  a 
good  Proteitant  ?  I  know  what  an 
Knglith  Gentleman  meant,  when  he 
talkt  of  a  good  Piotettant;  he  meant 
a  man  of  benevolence,  of  integrity,  of 
piety,  who  at  tendt  hit  Church  and  faith- 
fullyadoiitt  the  creed  thai  Church  teachet; 
tliit  it  the  good  Protectant  in  our  fashion 
of  speaking.  But  the  good  Protestant  in 
Ireland  when  I  lived  there,  wat  quite 
another  order  of  man.     There  was  many 


a  good  ProteaCant  in  my  time,  who  aeTer 
darkened  the  doors  of  a  Church,  or  pazzld 
hit  braiot  with  any  doctrines  ofdi?initj: 
the  good  Protestant  in  Ireland  bekmged 
to  a  political  confederacy — plunged  inio 
the  depths  and  excesses  of  a  pditiral 
struggle— 'drank,  so  devout  vat  he,  open 
his  kneet,  *'  The  pious,  glorious,  and 
immortal  memory  of  the  great  King  William 
who  saved  ot  from  the  Pope  and  wooilea 
thoes."  I  have  seen  a  body  of  those 
firtt-rate  Protestants  going  in  religious 
procession  through  the  town  of  CaHow, 
waving  their  orange  flag  in  the  faces  of  a 
silent  and  insulted  people,  marching  to 
the  sacred  music  of  '*  Croppies,  lie  down," 
which  meant  exactly  this,  "  We  Pro- 
testants are  your  masters  ;  you  Catbolicf, 
rise  if  you  dare."  Happy  had  it  been  for 
the  interests  of  true  religion,  had  she  never 
numbered  amongtt  her  sons  any  good 
Protestants  of  that  order — happy  had  it 
been  for  the  Protestant  Church  had  Pro- 
tettant  atcendancy  never  been  heard  of— 
happy  had  it  been  had  wedaredtopieseot 
our  truth  to  the  Irish,  not  in  arms,  aot  m 
pomp,  not  decorated  with  the  tymbols 
of  earthly  power,  but  in  that  lowliness 
and  gentienets  which  naturally  belong  to  it. 

Had  we  sent  forth  a  raissionaiy  Church 
— and  I  know  and  rejoice  in  knowing, 
that  the  Church  of  Ireland,  of  very  hite 
years,  has  possessed  a  devoted  and  pious 
clergy — had  she  always  done  so,  and  bad 
she  sent  them  forth  with  none  other  arms 
than  reason^  revelation,  and  naked  truth, 
I  do  believe  that  those  prejudices  which 
have  defied  our  power,  would  have  yielded 
to  the  persuasion  of  our  reason*  Our  great 
error  has  been,  that  we  have  endeavoured 
to  maintain  Christian  truth  by  unchristiftn 
means.  We  have  shipwrecked  charity, 
peace,  love :  all  the  attributes  which  truly 
belong  to  our  religion — all  have  been  vio- 
lated in  our  eagerness  to  maintain  Protest- 
antism and  to  extirpate  Popery. 

But  I  dare  not  trespass  longer  on  the 
House,  I  like  the  Bill,  and  shaU  vote  (ot 
it  :  first  because  Tithe  is  adjusted :  0^ 
condly,  because  stipend  is  to  be  measured 
by  duty :  thirdly,  because  education  is  to 
to  be  granted.  I  like,  and  shall  vote  for 
the  Bill :  lastly,  because  it  bears  no  affinity 
to  the  old,  overbearing  system  of  Protest- 
ant ascendancy ;  and  because,  as  I  have 
so  often  said,  it  gives  my  faith  fair  pla^r ; 
because  at  last  the  Protestant  religion  will 
do  herself  justice.  Stripped  of  her  odiuus 
dis{juise,  sl)c  will  appear  to  the  Irish  what 
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we  Inow  ihe  is;  sbe  will  appear  in  her 
naturali  ber  peaceful,  her  charitable^  her 
attractive  character. 

But  I  cannot  stop  here—I  wish  I  could: 
— it  is  ray  painful  duty  to  make  one  fur- 
ther observation ;  though  I  am  well  aware 
that  it  will  be  dexterously  turned  against 
myself^  and  that  it  does  in  one  sense  some- 
what impair  the  argument  to  which  I  have 
resorted. 

I  have  argued  on  the  presumption  that 
the  education  scheme  has  been  carried  into 
execution  in  its  original  integrity. 

These  schools  were  not  to  be  schools  of  doc- 
trine; in  no  sense  were  they  to  be  sec- 
tarian :  no  creeds,  no  catechisms,  no  expo, 
sitions  of  peculiar  theology  were  to  be  tole- 
rated. Those  passages  of  Scripture,  and 
those  broad  principles  of  moral  and  religious 
truth,  in  wnich  all  unite,  were  alone  to  be 
inculcated. 

But  a  report  has  reached  me,  and  I 
grieve  to  add,  from  a  quarter  in  which  I 
place  entire  confidence,  that  there  has  been 
some  transgression  of  this  neutrality.  I  do 
not  think  it  necessary  to  enter  into  parti- 
culars ;  it  may  suffice  to  say,  that  if  the 
selections  from  Scripture  are  to  be  exclud- 
ed, or  admitted  indeed,  and  then  laid 
the  shelf-— ^  their  place  is  to  be  sup- 


^  ued  by  works  of  a  sectarian  character, 
whether  Methodist,  or  Baptist,  or  Pres- 
byterian, or  Church  of  England,  or  Church 
of  Rome ;— if  the  schools  are  to  be  con- 
verted, from  institutions  in  which  the 
children  learn  common  and  agreed  truth, 
into  an  arena  for  controversy,  and  semi* 
naries  of  theological  disputation,  then  the 
fundamental  principle  d  fiie  contract  has 
been  violated. 

I  ask  his  Majesty's  Government,— and 
with  equal  confidence  do  I  appeal  to  the 
honour  and  good  feeling  of  every  Catholic 
Gentleman,-— whether  they  will  not  join 
me  in  preventing  so  unhappy  a  change  in 
die  impartial  character  of  these  institu- 
tions}— in  purging  these  schools,  which 
were  designed  to  teach  toleration  and  chris- 
tian moderation,  from  the  contentious 
spirit  of  prosely  tism  ? 

Assuming  that  (owins;  perhaps  to  the 
fact  that  the  one  party  has  unfortunately 
kept  far  too  much  aloof,  and  that  thus  the 
too  eager  zeal  of  the  other  party  has 
wantecT  a  wholeome  check  and  control) 
there  may  have  been  grounds  of  suspicion 
and  complaint,  I  ask  whether  any  book  is  to 
be  admitted  into  these  national  sch(X)ls  which 
savours  of  controversy  ?  and  whether  any 
creed  or  catechism  shall  be  taught  in  them  ? 


(Iretand). 


1910 

I  ask,  without  dwelling  further  on 
the  errors  and  defects  which  may  have 
crept  in,  whether  the  principle  of  neutrfU* 
ity  shall  hereafter  be  kept,  pure,  sacred> 
and  inviolate  ? 

If  I  receive  an  assurance  that  the  sub« 
ject  shall  be  investigated,  and  that  any 
deviation  from  the  intention  of  both  parties 
shall  be  corrected,  in  good  faith,  with  a 
ri^id  resolve  that  there,  at  least,  the  angry 
spirit  of  polemics  shall  not  be  harboured  or 
hearkened  to — then  I  can  vote  for  the 
Bill,  and  for  every  clause  in  the  Bill. 

If  I  am  told  that  this  pledge  cannot  be 
granted,  much  as  it  will  cost  me  to  sepa- 
rate  from  the  noble  Lord  ( Morpeth),  with 
whom  I  substantially  agree ;  plainly  as  I  see 
the  inconsistency  into  which  1  shall  plunge ; 
yet,  so  indispensable  do  I  deem  this  strict 
neutrality — this  banishment  of  strife  and 
controversy  from  institutions  in  which 
the  rising  generation  are  to  be  taught  the 
unwonted  lesson  of  mutual  charity  and 
christian  afiection-^-that  then  my  vote 
ought  to  be,  and  shall  be,  withheld. 

Mr.  Waiiam  Ewart  Otadstwe:  Sin 
the  bpQ,  Member  for  Weymouth  under* 
took,  at  the  commencement  of  his  speech, 
to  reprove  the  noble  Lord  on  this  side  of 
the  House,  who  opened  the  debate,  for 
having  professed  to  come  forward  in  the 
character  of  a  peacemaker,  and  for  then 
having  failed  to  satisfy  the  expectations 
which  had  been  raised  by  that  announce* 
ment.  But  now  let  the  House  or  let  the 
hon.  Member  himself,  in  his  own  case, 
judge  whether  he  has  duly  sustained  the 
character  which  he  professed  to  vindicate. 
What  has  been  the  course  6f  his  speech? 
Has  he  not  revived  the  unfortunate  history 
of  former  times,  and  all  the  topics  of 
animosity  which  it  can  supply,  recount* 
ing  to  us  such  cases  as  be  has  gathered 
of  insolence  or  cruelly  in  the  conduct  of 
Protestants?  But  if  Gentlemen  on  this 
side  of  the  House  were  to  do  no  more 
than  follow  out  the  course  which  the  hoo. 
Gentleman  himself  has  traced^if  they, 
upon  the  other  hand,  were  to  search  for 
those  details  of  bloody  end  fearful  retalia* 
tion  by  the  Roman  Catholks  upon  the 
Protestant8--[Mr.  O'ConneU;  "  Shame! 
shame  V] 

The  Speaker — I  must  apprise  the  hon. 
Member  (Mr.  0*Connell)  that  such  ex- 
pressions are  not  to  he  allowed  in  tlie 
proceedings  of  this  House. 

Mr.  William  Ewart  Gladstone :  I  say, 
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Sir,  if  we  were  to  act,  as  I  trust  we  shall 
not,  on  the  practice  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Weymouth,  and  detail  the  acts  of 
vengeance  which  have  been  committed — 
does  the  hon.  Member  refuse  to  allow, 
that  though  we  might  have  an  abundantly 
interesting  and  vociferous  debate,  yet, 
that  at  its  close,  we  should  have  ap- 
proached the  nearer  by  such  a  course  to 
any  amicable  settlement  of  this  question  ? 
Well,  nowy  Sir,  the  hon.  Member  com- 
plains of  contradictions  on  this  side  of 
the  House,  because  he  finds  it  stated  here 
that  there  is,  and  also  that  there  is  not,  a 
surplus.  Will  he  allow  me  to  suggest  to 
him  a  very  simple  method  of  reconciling 
the  two  allegations — in  recollecting  that 
there  is  a  surplus  in  the  Ministerial  Bill, 
but  there  is  no  surplus  inr  the  actual  exist- 
ing Irish  Church.  And,  has  the  hon. 
Member,  who  reproaches  us  with  contra- 
dictions, supplied  us  with  no  example  of 
them  himself?  At  one  time  he  told  us 
that  he  was  convinced  Protestantism  had 
been  repudiated  by  the  Roman  Catholics 
of  Ireland,  only  because  of  the  obnoxious 
and  offensive  form  under  which  it  had 
been  presented  to  them.  Presently,  he 
went  on  to  reason  to  the  following  effect : 
— "  Why  continue  this  vain  experiment 
any  longer,  when  you  have  been  trying  it 
for  300  years,  with  every  advantage,  and 
under  the  most  favourable  circumstances?" 
So  that  according  to  the  hon.  Member, 
the  attempt  to  propagate  Protestantism  in 
Ireland  has  been  made  under  conditions 
at  once  the  roost  favourable  and  the 
worst.  Then,  what  picture  did  the  hon. 
Gentleman  give  us  in  the  close  of  his 
speech,  of  that  system  of  education  which 
he  so  much  applauded,  and  on  which  he 
had  so  confidently  relied  at  the  begin- 
ning? Now,  Sir,  the  nature  of  this  edu- 
cation is  a  point  of  great  importance,  as 
bearing  upon  the  present  discussion  ;  be- 
cause ereat  as  our  objectious  are  to  the 
priDcipie  of  alienation  at  all.  we  are  now, 
for  argument  sake,  discussing  it  upon  the 
question  of  surplus;  and  our  objections 
to  alienation  acquire  additional  force,  if 
the  purpose  to  which  the  alienated  funds 
are  to  be  applied  be  in  themselves  of  a 
questionable  order.  Of  those  who  sit  on 
this  side  of  the  House,  I  believe  there  are 
not  many  who  deny  that  education  in  the 
principles  of  the  Church,  itself,  is  a  pur- 
pose to  which  Church  property  may  pro- 
perly be  applied.  Further  than  this,  we 
maybe  of  opinion  that  an  education,  such 


as  the  hon.  Member  for  Weymouth'  de- 
scribed at  the  close  of  his  speech — an 
education  bond  fide,  in  the  broader  and 
more  general  principles  of  Christianity, 
for  children  of  different  persuasions — is  a 
very  fair  subject  for  the  application  of  the 
national  funds,  though  not  for  those 
which  are  devoted  to  the  Established 
Church.  But  we  do  not  know  that  the 
existing  education,  to  which  it  is  proposed 
to  give  the  property  of  the  Church,  comes 
even  under  the  latter  description.  Now, 
Sir,  what  is  the  national  education  of 
Ireland,  not  in  its  theory,  but  in  its  opera- 
tion ?  It  is  a  system  which  we  are  re- 
fused the  means  to  investigate,  which 
hides  its  head  in  the  darkness,  and  of 
which  we  are,  therefore,  led  to  conclude 
that  it  does  so  because  its  deeds  are  evil. 
It  professes  to  be  an  united  education  for 
all  classes  of  the  people ;  we  have  called 
again  and  again  for  a  statement  of  the 
numbers  of  children  belonging  to  the  re- 
spective bodies  of  Christians,  who  were  in 
attendance  upon  the  schools,  in  order  to 
ascertain  whether  it  be  an  united  educa- 
cation  or  not — and  that  information  has 
been  steadily  refused  by  the  Government. 
We,  are,  then,  driven  to  refer  to  secondary 
means  of  acquaintance  with  the  state  of 
these  schools.  The  Commissioners  of 
Education  have  laid  their  Reports  before 
the  Legislature.  Now,  in  the  most  ma- 
terial points,  those  Reports  have  been  im- 
pugned— I  do  not  say,  whether  correctly 
or  not— but  they  have  been  impugned 
openly,  and  that  without  reply  from  the 
Government,  or  any  one  else;  and  yet, 
although  the  strongest  positive  grounds 
for  inquiry  have  thus  been  laid,  still  in- 
quiry has  been  refused  by  his  Majesty's 
Ministers.  The  Commissioners  state  that 
there  have  been  140  applications  to  the 
Board  for  aid  from  clergymen  of  the 
Established  Church ;  whereas  the  counter 
allegation  is,  that  those  applying  were 
only  forty.  They  state  110  similar  appli- 
cations from  Presbyterian  ministers ;  but 
it  is  offered  to  prove  that  there  are 
but  seventy.  It  is  further  alleged  that 
there  are  eighty-four  schools  under  the 
inspection  of  nunneries,  and  other  Roman 
Catholic  religious  bodies.  Now,  who 
that  knows  the  constitution  and  spirit  of 
those  bodies,  will  believe  (and  I  speak  it 
not  to  their  discredit,  but  their  honour,) 
that  they  are  likely  to  conduct  a  general 
education  in  religion  with  impartiality, 
and  to  avoid  all  attempts  to  inculcate  the 


1313  Tithes  and  Church—        {Juke  1} 


(Ireland)* 


1314 


peculiarities  of  their  own  Church  ?    Well, 
then^  it  is  alleged,  that  a  sum  given  by 
the  Board  to  build  a  school,  went  to  build 
a  Roman  Catholic  chapel.    Next  we  have 
the  Scripture  extracts.     Although  these 
schools   do   not  give   the   Bible  to    the 
children,  I  admit  that  something  would 
be  done  if  a  large  portion  of  the  Bible 
were  thus  secured  to  them.     But  is  this 
the  case?     The  Commissioners  do  not 
enforce,  they  merely  recommend,  the  use 
of  the  extracts.     We  have  no  assurance 
whatever,  that  their    recommendation  is 
complied  with;  on  the  contrary,  we  are 
told,  as  well  by  impartial  persons,  as  by 
those  who  may  be  under  the  influence  of 
prejudice,  that  the  extracts,  even  while 
kept,  are  not  used  as  books  for  the  in- 
struction of  the  children.     Surely,   Sir, 
when  all  these  allegations  have  been  made 
in  the  face  of  the  Government,  and  of  the 
country,  and  have  remained  alike  uncon- 
tradicted and  uninvestigated;    when  no 
less  a  person  than  the  Prime  Minister  has 
declared,  that  he  will  not  ask  for  an  ex- 
tension of  the  Parliamentary  grant,  with- 
out a  further  inquiry  into  the  operation  of 
the  system — it  is  rather  too  much  to  pro- 
pose the  alienation  of  the  property  of  the 
Church  to  increase  a  fund,  whose  appli- 
cation you  allow  is  not  sufficiently  indi- 
cated  to  warrant  its  increase  from  the 
national  funds.     Sir,  in  considering  the 
general  question,  I  would  wish  to  observe 
a  precept  laid  down  by  the  noble  Lord 
opposite,  and  direct  my  own  attention 
and  that  of  the  House,  6rstly,  to  the  great 
facts  of  the  case.     Now,  I  ask,  have  the 
statements  of  the  noble  Lord,  the  Mem- 
ber for  Lancashire,  exhibiting  the  pecu- 
niary state  of  the  Irish  Church,  been  in  any 
one  particular  shaken,  or  even  assailed  ? 
On   the  contrary,  they  remain   so  clear 
and  so  convincing,  that  I  am  persuaded 
we  might  be  well  content  to  go  to  the 
division  with  no  further  effect  than  that  of 
merely  reiterating  from  time  to  time  the 
summary  result  of  those  statements.    Is  it, 
then  true,   that  Ministers  are  alleging  a 
surplus  in  the  Irish  Churchy  when  it  stands 
unaeniable  that  even  upon  the  statement 
of  the  noble  Secretary  for  Ireland,  exces- 
sive as  it  was,  there  was  but  a  revenue  of 
336/.  for  each  of  the  1,385  benefices  of 
Ireland,  with  a  flock  of  615  persons  to 
attend  to,  often  scattered  over  a  very  wide 
extent  of  country  ?  And  is  this,  upon  their 
own  principles,  a  case  in  which  the  excess 
is  such  as  to  justify  the  invasion  of  Church 
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property  ?    And  yet»  from  that  amount  of 
336/.  annually,  there  are,  in  effect,  large 
deductions  to  be  made.    It  was  calculated 
on   a  basis  of   458,000/.  as  the  entire 
parochial  revenue.  I  have  myself  observed 
four  deductions  to  be  made   from    this 
amount  '.—First,  there  is  the  tax  upon 
livings   under  the  Church  Temporalities' 
Act.     Either  this  is  to  be  taken  from  the 
gross  sum,  or  else  the  noble  Lord,  in  stat- 
ing 500/.  was  the  rnaximum  income  to  be 
allowed,  has  gone  beyond  the  fact,  and 
this  tax  is  to  be  deducted  even  from  that 
maximum.    Then  there  is  the  amount  of 
income    accruing    upon    benefices    tem- 
porarily suppressed  under  the  same  Act. 
Thirdly,  there  is  a  power  to  erect  new 
benefices,  which  must  be  done,  if  at  all, 
out  of  this  fund ;  and,  lastly,  there  is  a 
provision  that  patrons  of  reduced  benefices, 
of  which  there  will  be  many,  are  to  be 
compensated ;    and    this    likewise   is,    I 
I  apprehend,  from  the  same  fund.     This 
amount,  then,  of  336/.,  is  a  nominal,  and 
not  a  real  amount.     I  wish  next  to  call  the 
attention  of  the  House  to  a  circumstance 
which  appears  to  me  of  great  importance, 
and  which  has  been  hardly,  if  at  all,  touched 
upon  in  the  course  of  these  discussions — I 
mean  the  increase  of  the  congregations  of 
the  Irish  Church.     Now,  I  do  think  that 
we  have  some  reason  to  complain  of  the 
Commissioners  of  Public  Instruction  on 
this  head.     On  many  of  the  points  which 
were  referred  to,  they  have  presented  to 
us,  in  a  summary  form,  the  results  of  theic 
inquiries,  and  have  fixed  attention  upon 
them ;  but  they  have  not  told  us,  although 
this  matter  was  referred  to  them,  what  is 
the  state  of  the  Irish  Church,  with  refer- 
ence to  increase  or  decrease  of  her  mem- 
bers.    For  this  we  are  obliged  to  labour 
through   the  details  of  their  Report.     I 
will,  however,  state  to  the  House  some  of 
the  information  which  they  supply.  Taking 
an  unfavourable  instance — taking  two  of 
the  dioceses  where  the  proportion  of  Pro- 
testants is  smallest,  namely,  those  of  Tuam 
and  Ardfert — I  find  that  the  decreasing 
congregations  in  those  dioceses  are  four- 
teen, the  increasing  congregations,  forty- 
one.    Next  I  take  four  dioceses,  where 
the  proportion  of  Churchmen  to  Roman 
Catholics  is  greater  and  somewhat  above 
the  average — those  of  Clogher,  Kilmore, 
Ardagb,  and  Meath ;  in  these  I  find  the 
diminishing  congregations  are  fifteen,  the 
growing  ones  146.    And  an  hon.  Member 
has  supplied  me  with  the  result  taken  over 
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the  whole  of  Ireland,  which  it,  decreasing, 
ninety-six,  increasing,  868.  Thus  it  ap- 
pears that  the  far  larger  proportion  of  all 
the  congregations  in  the  Irish  Church  are 
increasing,  even — I  do  not  hesitate  to  use 
the  expression — amidst  the  fires  of  perse- 
cution ;  and  yet,  with  this  proof  that  Pro- 
testantism is  in  a  vigorous  and  healthy 
state,  and  drawing  more  largely  on  its  own 
pecuniary  resources,  you  are  about  to  de- 
prive the  Church  of  that  narrow  surplus 
which  you  allege  to  exist.  But  I  am  willing 
to  go  further,  and  to  say,  that  upon  a  bare 
and  dry  consideration  of  facts,  and  upon 
the  showing  of  the  Government  itself,  there 
is  not  at  this  time  any  pretence  for  that 
allegation  of  a  surplus.  The  noble  Lord 
has  shown  that  the  Perpetuity  Fund  is 
inadequate  to  meet  the  immediate  and 
essential  wants  of  Divine  Worship  ;  that 
that  fund  will  be  absolutely  in  debt  till 
1873.  Again,  it  is  not  less  clear  that  the 
reserve  fund,  now  proposed  to  be  created, 
will  not  for  a  long  period  pay  its  own  ex- 
penses; the  imaginary  surplus  of  the  ad- 
ministration can  only  accrue,  gradually,  by 
hundreds,  whereas  50,000/.  annually  are 
to  be  charged  upon  it  at  once  by  the  Bill, 
and  paid  in  the  mean  time  from  the  Con- 
solidated Fund.  So  that  on  your  statement 
it  is  not  a  present  surplus  with  which  you 
are  dealing;  the  necessary  wants  of  the 
Church  are  not  satisfied,  and  what  you  do 
is  neither  more  nor  less  than  this — you 
mortgage  the  Church  revenues  available  in 
a  future  generation  in  order  to  raise  a 
certain  sum  of  ready  money  for  the  ad- 
vancement of  your  own  political  purposes. 
I  will  now.  Sir,  call  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  a  comparison  which  has  been 
instituted  between  the  case  of  England 
and  that  of  Prussia.  It  is  argued,  that 
because  in  Prussia  we  see  both  the  Roman 
Catholic  and  the  Protestant  Churches  paid 
from  the  funds  of  the  State,  and  harmony 
existing  between  the  members  of  the 
different  communions,  we  have  only  to 
adopt  a  similar  course  in  this  country,  in 
order  to  ensure  similar  results ;  and  this 
consideration,  I  believe,  is  one  which  has 
weighed  much  with  men  whose  motives 
and  judgments  are  worthy  of  all  respect, 
particularly  my  hon.  Friend,  the  Member 
for  Berkshire,!  hold  in  my  hand,  Sir,  thepa. 
pers  relative  to  the  state  of  religious  instruc- 
tion in  Prussia,  which  have  latelv  been  lai<l 
on  the  Tuble  of  this  House.  I  know  not  upon 
what  principle  it  is  that  Commissioners,  who 
OS  they  state  themselves^  were  apixiinted^ 


only  to  collect  fiicts  and  not  draw  ii 
have  been  authorised  to  prefix  to  theae 
Prussian  documents  a  distinct  argument 
for  alienation  of  church  property  in  Ire- 
land; but  I  do  find  that  Mr.  Lewis,  one 
of  the  Commissioners,  a  gentleinan  of 
whose  industry  and  talents  I  apeak  with 
respect,  has  given  us  what  would  hare 
made  a  very  ingenious  speech  in  this 
House  on  behalf  of  the  Ministerial  Bill. 
Now,  Sir,  Mr.  Lewis  tells  us  that  there  is 
a  very  close  analogy  between  the  relation 
of  Rhenish  provinces  to  Prussia,  and  that 
of  Ireland  to  England.  And  I  admit  that 
he  shows  us  this  resemblance,  in  respect 
of  the  proportion  of  Roman  Catholics  and 
Protestants^  which  is  as  seventeen  to  five  ; 
of  their  local  separation  from  the  rest  of 
Prussia;  and  of  the  general  majority  of 
Protestants  throughout  the  entire  domi* 
nions  of  that  Crown.  But  such  being  the 
points  of  anaWy,  what  are  the  points  of 
difference  ?  Why,  Sir,  in  the  first  place, 
the  question  for  Prussia  to  decide,  when 
she  became  mistress  of  the  Rhenish  pro* 
vinces  by  the  treaty  of  Vienna  in  1815, 
was,  whether  she  could  maintain  existing 
engagements;  and,  so  far  as  I  see,  her 
support  of  the  Roman  Catholic  Church  in 
these  provinces,  is  merely  a  fulfilment  of 
those  engagements.  It  appears,  that  by  a 
concordat  between  Rome  and  the  consular 
and  imperial  government  of  France,  a 
certain  salary  was  rendered  payable  to  the 
Roman  Catholic  clergy  in  consideration 
of  the  confiscation  of  their  property. 
Therefore,  the  principle  of  uii  possidetis  m 
Prussia  was,  for  the  present  generation, 
entirely  with  the  Roman  Catholic  Church ; 
whereas,  in  Ireland,  that  principle,  coming 
to  us  in  the  shape  of  a  prescription  of  300 
years,  is  with  the  Protestant  Establish- 
ment :  and  I  conceive  few  will  deny  that 
this  is  a  consideration  of  much  practical 
im  portance.  The  next  point  of  discrepancy 
is  this — In  Ireland  you  have  the  Cnurcn 
revenue  charged  on  the  soil,  and  the  pro. 
perty  of  the  soil  being  in  the  hands  of^the 
Protestants,  it  is  their  soil  which  pays  their 
Church.  But  we  do  not  learn  that  the  dis- 
tribution of  property  in  the  Rhenish  pro- 
vinces is  such,  nor  that  the  Church  revenues 
there,  are  connected  with  the  land.  But 
next,  Sir,  you  have  in  Ireland  a  feature  of 
discrepancy  still  more  marked.  I  was  much 
impressed  by  hearing  the  hon.  and  learneil 
Member  for  Kilkenny  declare,  on  one  ric- 
casion,  last  year,  in  this  House,  that  the 
complaints  and  wrongs  of  Ireland  were 
founded  upon  mis^governmeut,  not  of  300 
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bat  of  600  years.     Tt  is  not,  then,  after  all, 
the  religious  difference,  in  which  the  diffi- 
culties of  the  case  of  Ireland  will  be  found 
to  terminate  ;  but  there  is  an  old  heredi^ 
tary  feud  of  blood — there  has  been  a  trans- 
fbr  of  property  founded  upon  conquest — 
and  again,   ujwn   violent  punishment  for 
sanguinary  rebellions,  which  is  still  unfor- 
gotten,  and  which  lies  at  the  rnot  of  the 
existing  discord.    Could  you  remove  the 
immediate  cause  of  debate,  you  would  not 
thereby  get  rid  of  this  fundamental  difti- 
culty.      But,  on  the  other  hand,  in  the 
Rhenish  provinces  of  Prussia,  there  is  none 
of   the  extraordinary  complication  which 
has  attached  to  this  state  of  things  in  ire- 
land.     Further,  Sir,  in  Prussia  you  have  a 
gc»veroment    absolute    in     its    principle, 
though    paternal    in    its    operation.     In 
Prussia,  the  government  has  a  control,  as 
it  appears,  over  the  conduct  of  the  clergy — 
the  King,  as  these  papers  inform  us,  is 
invested  with  the  episcopal  power  over  the 
Protestant  Church,   and    has  likewise   a 
powerful  influence  over  the  Roman  Catho- 
lic Church.    But  here,  it  is  not  in  the 
nature  of  our  institutions,  or  in  the  habits 
of  the  people,  that  the  Government  should 
be  arbiter  of  the  doctrines  taught ;  and  if 
there  be  any  doubt  of  the  fact,  T  ask  what 
stronger  proof  can  be  afforded  than  this — 
that  no  notice  is  taken  by  the  Government 
of  that  shameful  Maynooth  morality  which 
has  been  lately  divulged   to  the   world? 
And  again.  Sir,  I  am  much  surprised  to 
find  Mr.  Lewis  stating,  that  "  in  Ireland 
the  provision  for  the  religious  worship  of 
the  people  is  made  on  the  supposition,  that 
nearly  the  entire  population  is  Protestant." 
We  suffer  much  undue  disadvantage  in 
our    argument,    from  allowing  this  false 
notion  to  prevail.     But  M'hat  is  the  truth  ? 
Why,  that  the  parochial  revenues  of  Ire- 
land are  not  much  more  than  a  fifth  part 
of  what  they  woufd  require  to  be,  if  pro- 
vision were  to  be  made  by  them  for  the 
spiritual  wants  of  the  whole  8,000,000  of 
people ;  instead  of  450,000/.  (which  is  the 
revenue  alleged  to  be  raised)  we  ought  to 
have  above   2,000,000/. ;    and  instead  of 
1,534  churches,  we  ought  to  have  8,000, 
acconling  to  the  proportion  in  the  Rhenish 
provinces.    There,  m  short,  an  adequate 
provision   is  made  for   the  wants   of    the 
%vhole    people;    whereas    in    Ireland    the 
whole  property  witli   whi*  h  the  Bill  pro- 
fesses to  deal,  Uy  in  fact,  no  more  than 
enough  for  a  very  small  frnction  ol'  them. 
Having  statetl    these  differences  lietween 
the  case  of  Prussia  and  our  own,  I  proceed 


to  one  point  more,  for  the  purpose  of  ahow* 
ing  how  false  is  this  argument  from  Prus- 
sian to  English  institutions,— because  of 
the  difference  between  the  national  cha- 
racter and  habits  of  the  two  countries.  I 
find  the  noble  Secretary  for  Foreign  Affairs 
wrote  thus  to  Mr.  Abercrombie,  at  Berlin, 
on  the  7th  of  November^  1 8S4 : — 

"  I  have  to  iostruct  you  to  state  to  M.  An- 
cillon,  that  the  perfect  system  of  religious 
toleration,  which  is  not  only  established  by 
law  in  Prussia,  but  understood  to  be  also  prac- 
tically engrafted  upon  the  habits  of  the  people, 
renders  Prussia  a  model  for  the  imitation  of 
other  countries  in  such  matters." 

Now  I  turn  to  page  7  of  the  Papers,  and  I 
Hnd  the  following  passage ;  and  I  ask  hon. 
Members  to  reflect  how  great  must  be  the 
change  in  our  modes  of  thought  and  feel- 
ing in  this  country  before  we  could  regard 
with  complacency  such  a  regulation  as 
this : — ''  Proselytism  (or  inducing  a  per- 
son to  change  his  religious  faith  by  force 
or  persuasion)" — (I  beg  the  House  to  ob- 
serve, persuasion  is  included  as  well  as 
force  in  the  condemnation)— is  "  specially 
prohibited  by  law,  but  only  punished  in 
case  discord  oetween  parents,  children,  or 
married  people  shall  have  been  caused  by 
it.  .  .  The  zealots  of  lx)th  religious 
parties  certainly  endeavour  to  convert  from 
one  religion  to  another;  and  conversions 
do  from  time  to  time  take  place,  but,  on 
the  whole,  in  a  very  slight  degree.  Con- 
troversial sermons  are  forbidden  by  law, 
and  are  punished  by  a  fixed  term  of  im- 
prisonment.'* Why,  Sir,  what  a  principle 
is  this!  The  very  attempt  to  spread  por- 
tions of  religious  truth  is  directly  con- 
demned by  the  law,  while  controversial 
sermons, — and  let  us  recollect  how  easily 
all  discussion  may  be  branded  with  the 
name  of  controversy — are  punishable  by 
imprisonment.  Are  we  in  thit}  country 
prepared  for  such  a  law  as  this  ?  Do  we 
recognise  the  principle,  that  truth  is 
valuable  in  all  other  matters,  the  most 
minute  or  the  most  important,  but  value- 
less in  religion  ?  No,  Sir,  it  is  here  be- 
lieved that  truth  is  the  food  most  precious 
to  the  soul  of  man,  and  that  being  the 
greatest  benefit  he  can  receive,  it  is  that 
which  we  are  bound  to  use  every  reason- 
able means  of  offering  and  securing  to  him. 
Rut  we  do  hold  that  if  two  men  differ 
upfm  politics,  u|K>n  questions  of  economy, 
upon  mutters  of  art,  upon  any  of  the  num- 
lierlcs"*  subjecta  of  difference  which  may 
arirc,  they  may,  influenreil  by  a  rrcipntcal 
attachment,  stride  to  make  one  another  par. 
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takers  of  the  benefits  which  belong  in  a]] 
things  to  truth  ;  but  that  in  religion — 
in  that  matter  of  an  importance  transcend- 
ing all  other  differences  of  belief,  are  of  no 
weight  or  consideration,  and  msiy  not  war* 
rant  the  use  of  persuasion.  I  go  then. 
Sir,  to  the  principle  of  this  Bill  as  it  has 
lK»en  variously  stated  by  its  promoters . 
The  noble  Lord  opposite  who,  to-night, 
made  a  speech  in  answer  (if  answer  it 
were)  to  the  noble  Lord,  the  Member  for 
Lancashire,  told  us  that  this  Bill  was 
founded  upon  a  great  princifde;  the  prin- 
ciple is  great,  Sir,  and  not  more  great  than 
bad,  for  he  declared  it  to  be,  that  a  Church 
Establishment  is  intended,  not  for  the  pro- 
])agation  of  a  doctrine,  but  for  the  inf»truction 
of  a  people.  I  do  not  know  in  what  degree 
we  may  owe  the  enunciation  of  this  senti- 
ment to  the  love  of  antithesis ;  but  this  I 
do  say,  taking  it  as  it  stands,  and  assum- 
ing its  truth,  it  is  totally  unsatisfied  by 
the  present  Bill — the  case  is  reduced  to 
one  of  simple  arithmetic,  and  the  noble 
Lord  has  nothing  to  do  but  to  divide  the 
church '  property  of  Ireland  among  the 
different  communions,  according  to  their 
respective  numbers.  I  am  aware  that  the 
noble  Lord  declared  himself  not  prepared 
to  go  the  full  length  of  this  principle, 
whose  truth  he  alleged ;  but  still  he  repre- 
sented it  as  characteristic  of  the  best  state, 
— as  the  ultimate  turn — to  which  we 
ought,  by  every  means,  to  approximate. 
But  how  does  the  noble  Lord's  Bill  ar- 
range the  compromise  between  this  great 
principle,  which  he  applauds,  and  the  pre- 
sent state  of  things,  which  he  deprecates  ? 
Why,— he  allows,  professedly,  360,000/. 
a-ycar  to  what  is  not  the  object  of  a  Church 
Establishment — 360,000/.  a-year,  I  say,  to 
the  propagation  of  a  doctrine,  and  50,000/. 
a-year  to  the  instruction  of  a  people,  But 
the  other  form  in  which  the  principle  of 
the  Bill  has  been  stated,  is  nearer  the  truth. 
It  is  said  to  be  this — giving  to  the  Pro- 
testants all  that  is  required  f(»r  their 
Church,  and  the  rest  to  general  instruction. 
Now,  allowing  this,  for  argument  sake,  to 
be  really  a  true  description  of  the  Bill,  I 
say,  that  not  only  will  it  never  be  a  settle- 
ment of  tlie  question,  but  it  ought  not  to 
))e  such.  It  rests  upon  no  grounds  of 
reason  or  justice,  which  can  command  the 
assent  of  any  set  of  men.  It  is  fatal  to 
assume  as  the  measure  of  the  means  of  a 
Church  Establishment  only  the  existing 
uuml)er  of  its  members,  without  any  re- 
ference to  its  prospective  extension.  For 
a  Church   Establishment    is    maintained, 


either  for  the  sake  of  its  members  or  its 
doctrines:  for  those  whom  it  teaches,  or  for 
that  which  it  teaches.  On  the  former  groond, 
it  is  not  in  equity  tenable  for  a  moment. 
Why  should  any  preference  be  given  to 
me  over  another  fellow-subject,  or  what 
claim  have  I  personally  to  have  my  religion 
supported,  whilst  another  is  disavowed  by 
the  State  ?  No  claim  whatever  in  respect 
to  myself.  I  concur  entirely  with  Gentle- 
men opposite,  hostile  to  an  Establishment, 
that  no  personal  privilege  ought,  in  such 
a  matter,  to  be  allowed.  But  if,  on  the 
contrary,  I  believe,  as  the  great  bulk  of  the 
British  Legislature  does  believe,  that  the 
doctrine  and  system  of  the  Establishment 
contain  and  exhibit  truth  in  its  purest  and 
most  effective  form — and  if  we  also  believe 
truth  to  be  good  for  the  people  universally 
—  tlien  we  have  a  distinct  and  an  immov- 
able ground  for  the  maintenance  of  an 
Establishment ;  but  il  follows,  as  a  matter 
of  course,  from  the  principle  that  it  mast 
be  maintained,  not  on  a  scale  exactly  and 
strictly  adjusted  to  the  present  number  of 
its  own  members,  but  on  such  a  scale  that 
it  may  also  have  the  means  of  offering  to 
others  the  benefits  which  it  habitually  ad- 
ministers to  them.  Therefore,  we  wish  to 
see  the  Establishment  in  Ireland  upheld, 
not  for  the  sake  of  the  Protestants,  but  of 
the  people  at  large,  that  her  ministers  may 
be  enabled  to  use  the  influences  of  their 
station,  of  kindly  offices  and  neighbour- 
hood, of  the  various  occasions  which  the 
daily  intercourse  and  habits  of  social  life 
present ;  aye,  and  I  do  not  hesitate  to  add, 
of  persuasion  itself,  applied  by  a  zeal 
tempered  with  knowledge  and  discretion, 
in  the  propagation  oY  that  which  is  true, 
and  which,  being  true,  is  good,  as  well  for 
those  who  as  yet  have  it  not,  as  for  those 
who  have  it.  It  is  the  proposition  of  the 
noble  Lord  which  is  really  open  to  the 
charge  of  bigotry,  intolerance,  and  arbi- 
trary selection;  because,  disavowing  the 
maintenance  and  extension  of  truth,  he 
continues,  by  way  of  personal  privilege  to 
the  Protestants,  the  legal  recognition  of 
their  Church,  which  he  refuses  to  the 
Church  of  the  Roman  Catholics.  Sir,  I 
have  little  more  to  say.  I  thank  the  House 
for  their  kind  attention.  We  are  upon  a 
Bill  which  -will  not  pass — which  I  am 
justrfied  in  assuming  will  not  pass,  if  I 
may  claim  for  those  around  me,  and  for 
those  elsewhere  who  feel  with  us — the 
same  degree  of  conscientious  or  of  de- 
termined  persuasion  which  we  allow  to 
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those  opposite.  No  one  looks  to  its  passing. 
The  appropriation  principle  was  once 
chosen  by  the  Ministry  as  their  tower  of 
strength — they  found  that  they  could  effect 
an  union  of  parties  for  the  ejection  of  the 
late  Government  upon  that  basis,  with 
more  convenience  aud  more  strength  than 
upon  any  other  ground.  They  did  so,  and 
they  gained  their  object ;  but  having  been 
then  selected  as  their  strength,  it  is  now 
their  weakness  and  the  millstone  around 
their  necks.  I  would  yet  trust  that  the 
Government  may  be  induced  to  join  with 
us  in  supporting  the  proposed  Bill  of  the 
noble  Lord  (Lord  Stanley)— a  Bill  which 
attains  all  the  useful  purposes  of  their  own 
measure — which  settles  the  Tithe  Question 
— which  recognizes  a  strict  apportionment 
of  duty  to  reward,  but  which  refrains  from 
opening  a  question,  which,  if  it  be  once 
opened,  promises  to  engender  a  series  of 
discussions,  and  perhaps  more  than  dis- 
cussions, in  Ireland,  more  painful  and 
destructive  than  any  which  have  hitherto 
characterized  her  unhappy  history. 
•  Mr.  Poulter  thought  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man who  bad  just  sat  down  had  misunder- 
stood what  had  fallen  from  the  noble 
Lord,  the  Secretary  for  the  Home  De- 
partment. He,  (Mr.  P.)  understood  him 
to  say  that  in  providing  reasonably  and 
moderately  for  the  Church  Establishment 
in  Ireland,  he  was  bound  to  regard,  in  a 
great  measure,  the  population  of  the  whole 
country,  and  the  great  moral  and  re- 
ligious interests  of  that  population.  And 
he  (Mr.  P.)  agreed  with  the  noble  Lord, 
that  looking  to  the  general  condition  of 
that  population,  he  had  most  adequately 
and  sufficiently  provided  for  the  just  wants 
of  the  Establishment.  The  hon.  Gentle- 
roan  had  said,  that  the  noble  Lord,  the 
Member  for  Lancashire,  had  made  a  pro- 
position which  no  oire  could  find  fault 
with.  He  (Mr.  P.)  considered  that  the 
proposition  of  the  noble  Lord  opposite 
rested  upon  a  basis  that  could  not  be 
maintained.  That  noble  Lord  desired  to 
give  to  one  part  of  the  country  the  benefit 
of  any  excess  of  tithes  that  was  in  the 
other,  and  where  there  were  small  livings 
in  the  north,  to  increase  them  by  tithes 
taken  from  parishes  in  the  south  of  Ire- 
land, In  doing  that  he  was  forgetting 
the  principle  of  the  original  grant  of 
tithes ;  for  that  grant  always  contemplated 
the  particular  local  benefit  of  the  district 
on  which  it  was  leyied.    Undoubtedly,  in 
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should  be  to  provide  instruction  of  ^ 
spiritual  character,  but  if  that  object  could 
not  be  attained,  the  next  object  was  to 
provide  moral  and  religious  education  ^ 
and  he  (Mr.  P.)  contended  it  was  much 
more  in  conformity  with  the  original 
grant  of  the  tithes,  that  they  should  be 
applied  to  that  purpose,  than  that  the 
surplus  revenue,  aiismg  from  parishes  in 
the  South,  should  go  towards  raising  the 
amount  of  livings  in  the  North.  Such  a 
principle  could  never  be  maintained  in 
England.  If,  in  the  South  there  hap- 
pened to  be  a  very  limited  Protestant 
population,  a  Government  would  act 
wisely  in  applying  there  the  surplus  to  the 
education  of  the  people,  while  he  was 
certain  that  it  never  would  be  endured  to 
take  the  tithes  from  those  southern  pa- 
rishes, and  distribute  thetn  in  Cumber- 
land, where  there  happened  to  be  a  large 
Protestant  population,  and  the  livinu;s 
were  small.  There  was,  it  ought  to  be 
observed,  a  great  difference  between  tiie 
tithes  of  parishes  and  the  estates  of 
bi:$hops.  In  the  latter  case  the  bishops 
held  as  landlords,  and  the  property  might 
not  even  be  within  the  county  over  which 
they  presided.  Bishops'  estates  then  stood 
upon  a  very  different  footing  from  tithes. 
He  (Mr.  P.)  contended  that  they  were 
complying  with  every  religious  principle 
in  taking  the  ground  of  moral  and  religious 
education.  It  was  said,  indeed,  that  the 
Government,  in  acting  on  that  principle, 
would  be  taking  from  religion  in  Ireland 
and  making  over  to  Catholicity.  He 
(Mr.  P.)  affirmed  it  was  neither  the  one 
nor  the  other.  There  was  a  point  beyond 
which  ecclesiastical  revenues  not  only 
were  not  beneficial  to  religion,  but  were 
repugnant  to  it.  That  point  he  believed 
to  have  been  passed  in  the  present  Church 
Establishment  in  Ireland,  aud  in  taking 
from  that  Establishment  her  surplus  re- 
venues, he  considered  they  were  merely 
taking  that  which  the  religion  rejected. 
And  then  the  question  was,  what  were 
they  to  do  with  that  surplus  ?  What  was 
the  first  duty  of  a  nation  ?  It  was  to  look 
to  the  moral  and  religious  education  of 
the  people.  In  every  individual — in  the 
mind  of  every  individual,  they  should  sec  a 
distinct  object,  and  to  that  object  they  were 
bound  to  apply  amoral  education.  The 
circumstances  of  seven-eighths  of  a  people 
was  not  a  ground  for  preference — it  was 
a  historical  fact— but  it  should  not  be 
called  a  prefsreQce.     He  never  8hottl4 
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admit  that  they  were  actuated  by  a  pre- 
ference in  diflcharg^ing  that  duty.     But  it 
had  been  said,  that  in  acceding  to  the 
propositions  contained  in   this  Bill,  they 
were  violating  the  Union.     That  might  be 
true  as  the  Union  once  was.      It  was  once 
but  a  contract  between  the  Government  of 
this  country  and  a  mere  party  in  Ireland. 
Why,  without  the  assistance  of  the  hon. 
and   learned  Member  for  Kilkenny  (Mr. 
0*Connell),  that  Union  was  virtually  re* 
pealed  in  the  passing  of  the  Reform  Act. 
That  Act  had   established   a   real  union 
between  the  two  countries,  a  union  which 
he  (Mr.  P.)    trusted  would  ever  be  main- 
tained.    But  again  it  was  said,  that  this 
Bill   was  but  the  commencement,   in   an 
attack  upon  the  Church  of  Ireland,  of  an 
attack  upon  the  Church  of  England.     He 
(Mr.  P.)  considered  that  the  Legislature 
should    take   care   that    the    Church   of 
England    never  got    into   that    state    of 
disproportion  as  it  regarded  the  people, 
as  the  Church  of  Ireland  now  was.     If  it 
should,  he  (Mr.  P.)  was  free  to  confess  he 
would  apply  the  same  principle  to  the  one 
Establishment  as  to  the  other.     But  did 
he  contemplate  the  possibility  of  such  a 
state  of  things  occurring?     No:  he  did 
not.     He  believed  the  majority  in  England 
were  favourable  to  the  Church  ;    at    the 
same  time,  he,  for  one,  was  prepared  to  say, 
that  he  would  abolish  tithes,  that  he  would 
remove  the  grievances  of  the  Dissenters, 
that    he    would    admit    them    into    the 
Universities,    revise  the  articles    of    the 
Church,  and  make  the  Liturgy  as  perfect 
as  possible.     But,  even  allowing  a  state 
of  things  to  come  in   England   similar  to 
that    which   existed   in    Ireland,    it   was 
inherently  evident,  that  the  same  principle 
must  operate  in  the  one  case^  that  had 
been  applied  in  the  other.     The  supporters 
of  this  Bill  had  been  taunted  with  being 
influenced  by  political  prejudices;  but  he 
(Mr.  P.)  must  say  that  such  prejudices 
were  not  confined  to  his  side  of  the  House. 
What,  he  should  ask,  had  been  the  instru- 
ment used  by  the  opposite  party  against 
this  Bill?     It  was  an  appeal  to  political 
prejudices ;    it  was  an  appeal  to  what  was 
called  old  Protestant  feeling  against  Ca- 
tholicism.    Now,   what  was  the  Catho- 
licism  against  which  the  old  Protestant 
feeling  was  properly  directed?     It  was 
that  species  of  Catholicism  which  influ* 
enced  an  invasion  of  this  country— which 
assailed  the  rights  of  the  people — which 
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was  known  to  them  in  the  time  of  Louis 
I4tli  by  the  revocation  of  the  edict  of 
Nantes — such  as  was  dangerous  to  them 
in  the  time  of  James  2nd.,  and  frequently 
perilous  to  their  best  institutions.  But 
what  was  the  Catholicism  against  which 
the  **  old  Protestant  feeling"  was  now  to 
be  excited?  Catholicism  that  claimed 
equality  of  rights,  and  sought  for  equal 
justice?  He  (Mr.  P.)  asserted,  that  the 
appeal  made  by  the  opposite  party  was 
unjust,  untenable,  and  uncandid.  And 
he  must  remark  upon  the  reproach  which 
was  frequently  cast  upon  the  Governmeotv 
on  the  ground  of  their  being  supported 
in  power  by  a  certain  body  of  Irish 
Members  in  that  House.  He  could  not 
consider  it  any  greater  reproach  against 
r hem,  that  they  were  the  constant  advo- 
cates of  a  liberal  policy  in  the  present 
Government,  than  it  was  against  any 
other  twenty  or  thirty  Members  on  that 
side  of  the  House.  They  were  not  actu- 
ated in  the  support  they  gave  the  Govern* 
ment  by  any  political  prejudice,  but  by 
a  conscientious  belief  that  this  was  the 
first  Government  that  had  ever  been 
swayed  by  a  sincere  desire  to  look  into 
the  grievances  of  the  people,  to  probe 
them  to  the  bottom,  and  administer  justice 
to  all  classes,  both  in  this  country  and 
in  Ireland.  If  it  could  be  shown  that 
they  were  in  error — that  they  were  in- 
fluenced by  unworthy  motives — that  they 
had  in  view  any  attack  upon  the  institu- 
tions of  the  country.  He  (Mr.  P.)  should 
then  have  no  hesitation  in  withdrawing 
from  them  his  humble  support,  and 
becoming  a  firm  adherent  of  the  right  hon. 
Baronet,  the  Member  forTamworth.  But 
till  then  he  supported  the  present  Govern* 
ment  in  general,  because  he  believed  them 
to  have  the  public  good  at  heart,  and 
this  measure  in  particular,  because  he 
considered  it  fraught  with  good,  founded 
upon  just  principles,  and  calculated  to 
promote  the  real  prosperity  of  Ireland, 
and  the  interests  of  the  United  Kingdom 
at  large. 

Colonel  Conolly  could  not  accede  to  a 
proposition  founded  on  the  supposition  of 
an  imaginary  surplus,  which  was  to  be 
carried  out  for  the  purpose  of  impoverish* 
ing  the  clergy  of  the  Church  of  Ireland. 
The  question  of  surplus  was  but  used  ai 
an  instrument  to  sustain  a  party  in  power^ 
which  party  now  found  that,  having  used 
it  for  one  purpose,  it  hung  like  a  mill* 
ttgna  rouna  their  oecki  with  rt ipect  Iq 
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all  others.  He  deplored  that  the  peace 
of  Ireland  should  be  sacrificed  to  such 
a  purpose,  and  he  felt  himself  called  on 
to  say,  in  contradiction  to  this  presumed 
and  imaginary  surplus,  that  the  funds  de- 
voted to  the  use  of  the  Church  were  not 
sufficient  for  ecclesiastical  purposes  in 
Ireland,  He  could  not  understand  why 
the  Protestants  of  Ireland,  because  they 
formed  the  lesser  proportion,  should  be 
deprived  of  their  spiritual  provision,  or  be 
subjected  to  the  spoliation  of  their  Church. 
Why  should  Gentlemen  on  the  opposite 
side  prefer  what  they  conscientiously  be- 
lieved to  be  erroneous,  to  that  which  they 
acknowledged  to  be  pure  and  real  Chris, 
tianity?  His  Majesty's  Ministers  had 
disturbed  and  hazarded  the  peace  of  the 
country,  by  introducing  this  question  of  a 
surplus  for  party  purposes,  and  on  them 
laia  all  the  responsibility  of  the  conse- 
quences. Instead  of  injuring  the  Catholic 
body  in  Ireland,  the  ministers  of  the 
Established  Church,  by  standing  towards 
them  in  the  place  of  a  resident  gentry, 
had  done  more  to  advance  civilization  in 
that  country  than  could  possibly  be  de- 
scribed. He  had  heard  much  of  Justice 
to  Ireland,  but  he  knew  of  no  greater  in- 
justice which  could  be  inflicted  on  that 
country  than  would  be  effected  by  acting 
upon  the  supposition  of  this  imaginary 
surplus.  The  clergy  were  said  not  to  be 
active  in  making  proselytes,  but  at  the 
very  moment  that  they  showed  themselves 
roost  intent,  a  measure  was  proposed  to 
impair  their  efficiency.  The  present  Bill 
was  more  dangerous  to  the  Establishment 
than  that  proposed  last  year,  for  it  worked 
out  its  object  more  insidiously.  It  made 
a  premium  on  the  diminution  of  those 
professing  the  principles  of  the  Church  of 
England,  and  would  add  materially  to 
that  expatriation  of  the  Protestants  of  the 
country,  which  had  already,  to  so  great 
an  extent,  taken  place. 

Mr.  Henry  Grattan  said,  that  there 
were  two  documents  on  the  Table  which 
decided  this  question.  The  one  showed  that 
the  House  thought  2.5,000/.  sufficient  for 
the  spiritual  wants  of  700,000  Protestant 
Dissenters  in  Ireland.  The  other,  that 
the  members  of  the  Established  Church 
were  only  800,000.;  and  they  had 
a  revenue  of  792,700Z.  Either  the  Dis- 
senters were  roost  unjustly  treated,  or  the 
Church  was  amazingly  overpaid.  That  in 
bis  opinion  decided   this  question.    The 
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were  not  paid  as  they  ought  to  be^  and 
that,  divided  among  the  whole,  this  sum 
would  give  but  little  to  each.  He  forgot 
that  those  who  really  laboured,  received 
only  75/.  or  80/.  a-year,  whilst  the  rector 
got  500/.  or  600/.  Butwhat,  upon  the  hon. 
Member's  calculation,  should  be  paid  to 
the  Catholic  clergy?  What  would  the 
sum  be,  if  they  were  paid  in  the  same 
proportion  as  the  Protestants?  The  sa- 
laries would  exceed  the  sum  of  6,400,000/. 
In  his  speech,  the  hon.  Member  for  New- 
ark committed  one  capital  error;  for 
when  he  spoke  of  Ireland,  he  forgot  her 
people.  In  applying  his  principles,  he 
spoke  of  religion  like  a  bigot,  and  of  Irish 
rights  like  a  tyrant.  "With  an  ingenuous 
look,  and  a  very  modest  air,  he  delivered 
the  worst  sentnnents.  He  had  all  the 
meekness  of  a  bishop,  but  he  only  wanted 
the  axe  to  make  him  an  executioner.  It 
was  not  only  of  him  that  he  complained, 
but  on  behalf  of  his  country  he  com- 
plained of  the  arrogant  and  insolent  tone 
and  style  which  had  been  adopted  of  late 
towards  Ireland,  whether  in  speeches  of 
Members  opposite,  within  these  walls  or 
outside  of  these  walls — whether  in  the 
harangues  of  those  itinerant  empirics, 
supported  by  the  party  opposite,  or  by 
their  hired  and  paid  writers  and  papers. 
They  indulged  in  a  strain  of  grossness 
and  insolence,  and  abuse,  which  was  dis- 
graceful even  to  the  men  who  employed 
and  supported  them.  One  of  these  vehi- 
cles of  slander,  so  notorious  for  its  abuse 
of  the  Catholic  clergy,  had  gone  to  such 
lengths,  that  connected,  as  it  is  said  to 
be,  with  a  Member  of  this  House,  and 
which  connexion  he  had  not  heard  denied, 
he  was  almost  induced  to  bring  the  mat- 
ter before  the  House.  He  did  not  know- 
how  any  man  of  gentlemanly  feeling  could 
submit  to  the  suspicion  of  being  con- 
nected with  such  infamous  productions, 
and  which  reflected  such  disgrace  upon 
any  individual,  but  more  particularly  a 
Member  of  this  Assembly.  It  had  been 
stated,  that  this  measure  ought  to  be  final 
and  satisfactory ;  but  no  sooner  did  the 
Government  bring  forward  a  plan  which 
had  some  chance  of  succeeding  in  being 
so,  than  the  Gentlemen  opposite  get  up 
and  pronounce  their  veto  upon  the  Bill. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Newark  had  em- 
phatically said,  that  the  Bill  would  not 
pass.  Thus  it  happened  that  whenever 
any  measure  of  good,  however  distant,  was 
held  out  to  Irelandi  those   Gentlemeo 
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prevented    it    at  one  moment  by  their 

f»ower,  at  another  by  their  new-fangled 
aw — the  army,  on  one  occasion— the 
suspension  of  law  and  of  the  Constitution 
at  another — the  bayonet,  the  musket,  and 
now  the  Lords.  He  must  tell  English 
Gentlemen,  that  such  proceedings  were 
unworthy  of  them  and  of  their  country. 
England  wonld  not  long  permit  it — Ire- 
land would  not  submit  to  it.  She  derided 
this  species  of  legislation.  Such  proceed- 
ings might  satisfy  those  who  had  been 
trained  at  Crockford's,  or  in  houses  of 
that  description ;  but  they  ill  became  the 
House  of  Commons,  and  would  be  re- 
ceived with  derision  as  well  as  detesta- 
tion in  Ireland.  Hon.  Members  only 
talked  when  they  fancied  they  legislated, 
but  while  they  deliberated,  Ireland  de- 
cided— she  had  decided — her  mind  was 
made  up.  She  took  the  noble  Lord  op- 
posite (Stanley)  at  his  word.  He  told 
her  that  tithes  should  be  extinguished, 
and  she  acted  on  his  suggestion.  True  it 
was  that  she  did  not  understand  the  du- 
plicity of  phrases,  and  that  double  lan- 
guage, which  in  the  mouth  of  that  Minis- 
ter meant  one  thing,  whilst  it  expressed 
another ;  but  in  effect,  the  principle  was 
carried ;  for  the  burden  was  now  so  in- 
tolerable, that  the  whole  island  was  con- 
vulsed from  its  centre  to  its  circumference. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Newark  said,  the 
Lords  would  not  pass  the  Bill.  That 
ivould  add  fresh  fuel  to  the  conflagration  ; 
the  people  were  still  meeting  in  Ireland ; 
and  they  would  mark  the  words  of  the 
hon.  Member.  The  people  of  Ireland 
were  meeting  in  numbers,  such  as  he  had 
never  seen  before — in  concert,  activity, 
and  spontaneous  exertion  unparalleled- 
aye,  and  uninfluenced,  save  by  a  sense  of 
injury,  insult,  and  injustice.  Let  them 
read  the  threat  just  held  out  to  Ireland. 
This  Bill  gave  some  hope  of  relief,  but  the 
Lords  would  not  consent  to  it.  This  was 
a  declaration  of  war  against  Ireland;  and 
would  not  Ireland  pass  her  declaration 
too,  and  call  for  aid  to  reform  or  control 
that  body  which  thus  interposed  its  proud 
veto  between  her  and  her  tranquillity. 
Did  the  right  hon.  Baronet  opposite,  who 
had  deserted  the  Orange  party  in  Ireland, 
think  that  that  party  would  now  support 
him.  Did  the  noble  Lord  (Stanley) 
imagine  that  he  had  not  already  inflicted 
suflicient  injury  upon  Ireland,  by  his  con« 
duct  with  regard  to  this  very  question, 

that  he  came  forward  to-night  to  thwart 


theMinisterialmeasure?  Did  the  noble  Lord 
think  his  present  Bill  would  be  more  suc- 
cessful than  his  former  attempts  ?  The  noble 
Lord  united tithesand  rent.  Hebroughiioto 
conflict  men  who  were  before,  if  not  ami. 
cable,  at  least  not  hostile.  Supported  by 
the  evil  advisers  of  the  Church,  he  struck 
a  deadly  blow  at  the  Establishment.  He 
had  made  a  great  body  of  landlords,  mid- 
dlemen, and  farmers  of  50QL  a-year,  dis- 
contented, and  a  new  engine  of  perse- 
cution had  just  been  brought  into  action. 
Old  law-books  had  been  raked  up  for 
writs  of  rebellion,  and  a  tyranny,  under 
the  mask  of  law,  had  been  established. 
Under  this  system,  police,  with  fixed 
bayonets,  forced  their  way,  in  the  dead  of 
night,  into  the  houses  of  the  sleeping 
peasantry.  This  occurred  in  Monaghan. 
In  another  instance,  an  old  man  was 
dragged  out  of  his  house  in  the  middle  of 
the  night,  and  lodged  in  gaol,  although 
he  had  never  absconded.  Thus  it  was 
that  the  Lay  Association  vindicated  the 
law — were  they  vindicating  justice  ?  He 
asked,  could  such  a  state  of  things  go 
on  ?  Would  Gentlemen  opposite 
submit  to  it?  All  were  concerned, 
for  against  some  decided  Tories  had 
Bills  been  filed,  and  proceedings  taken. 
Deeds  and  family  papers  had  been  made 
public,  and  scenes  of  litigation,  jealousy, 
and  strife  had  embittered  society  in  every 
part  of  Ireland.  The  noble  Lord  went 
mto  long  details.  Did  he  go  into  the 
details  of  the  deaths,  and  the  battles 
fought  in  this  holy  warfare?  He  could 
mention  the  names  of  the  persons  who 
had  lost  their  lives  in  a  few  years  of  this 
religious  strife.  Conceive  sixty-one  per- 
sons killed  in  the  collection  of  tithes.  In 
one  of  the  parishes  in  which  lives 
were  lost,  the  number  of  Catholics  was 
11,495,  and  of  Protestants,  546.  The 
Church  revenues  in  that  parish  amounted 
to  1,173/.  In  another  the  Protestants 
were  twenty,  the  Catholics  2,909,  and  the 
amount  of  tithes  was,  535/.  In  another 
the  Protestants  were  sixty,  the  Catholics 
4,700,  and  the  tithes,  804/.  After  this, 
would  the  noble  Lord  say,  the  Church 
revenues  were  fairly  distributed,  and  that 
they  had  been  purchased  cheaply  at  the 
loss  of  sixty-one  fellow-creatures?  How 
were  the  Orangemen  treated  ?  They  were 
led  on — encouraged — told  for  a  number 
of  years,  by  the  right  hon.  Baronet  and  his 
party,  that  their  ascendancy  was  the  link 
of  the  coQDexiooi  the  stay  of  the  Cborcbi 


1329 


Tithes  and  Church —  {Juke  1 } 


{Ireland). 


1330 


and  the  support  of  the  State.  This  was 
the  Tory  doctrine  for  the  last  sixty  years ; 
and  yet,  after  this  instruction  and  this  de- 
claration, the  gallant  officer,  all  his  friends, 
and  the  lodges,  and,  in  fact  all  the  ele- 
ments of  the  Association  were  thrown  over- 
board, despised,  and  degraded  by  those 
men  whom,  unhappily,  they  had  so  long 
followed.  To  avenge  this  insult,  and  to 
resent  such  duplicity, — such  political 
apostacy  as  was  unexampled  in  history, 
—let  them  use  their  exertions  in  the 
cause  of  humanity.  Coalitions  had  been 
spoken  of — let  them  be  adopted  and 
acted  upon.  Let  them  abandon  their 
false  friends — let  them  withdraw  all  con- 
fidence from  those  leaders  who  had  de- 
serted them,  and  let  them  on  this  occasion 
take  their  stand  by  their  country.  So 
would  they  uphold  her  religion,  and  secure 
the  public  tranquillity. 

Mr.  Hardy  respected  the  Gentleman 
opposite  for  his  opinions,  and  gave  him 
every  credit  for  sincerity.  He  thought, how- 
ever, that  the  Gentleman,  on  his  own  prin- 
ciples, was  bound  to  oppose  the  Bill  before 
the  House.  If,  as  the  hon.  Member  con- 
tended, 750,000/.  was  annually  given  to 
the  Irish  Protestant  Church,  while  only 
one-fifleenth  of  that  sum  was  expended  on 
the  education  of  the  Irish  Catholics,  and 
that  the  present  ecclesiastical  system  was 
bad  in  consequence  of  this  great  disparity, 
then,  assuming  this  to  be  true  and  just, 
there  was  not  a  Gentleman  on  the  other 
side  who  was  not  bound  to  vote  against 
the  noble  Lord's  Bill,  as  not  going  far 
enough.  If  equality  were  the  object  to  be 
gained,  the  Bill  was  unjust ;  if  the  applica- 
tion of  revenue  proportionate  to  the  rela- 
tive members  of  the  two  creeds  be  the  cri- 
terion, then  it  was  also  unjust.  Unless, 
then,  the  cry  against  the  injustice  and 
wrong  offered  to  the  Catholics  in  with- 
holding firom  them  the  surplus  revenues  to  a 
large  amount  of  the  Protestant  Church  were 
a  fraud  and  a  del usion,the  Gentlemen  oppo- 
site were  bound  to  oppose  the  Bill,  which 
leaves  the  Protestants  so  much  and  gives 
the  Catholics  so  little.  He  heard  much 
complaint  of  the  enforcement  of  the  law. 
But,  unless  the  law  were  to  be  a  dead  letter 
and  a  mockery,  the  sentence  of  a  court  of 
justice  should  be  appealed  to  by  the  suffer- 
ing clergy,  and  that  sentence  should  be 
enforced.  Resistance  to  this  law  he  did 
not  think  was  the  spontaneous  act  of  the 
people,  but  was  primarily  excited  by  those 

V^bobad  political  interests  to  adfance  by 


agitation   and  disturbance,  and  by    the 
Catholic  Clergy,  who  looked  not  to  fair 
dealing  or  obedience  to  the  law,  or  national 
ease  and  prosperity,  so  much  as  to  their 
own  ascendancy.      He  did  not  mean  to 
cast  indiscriminate   censure  on    all  the 
Catholic  Clergy,  but  referred  to  those  who 
urged  on  the  people  to  resistance,  and 
plunged  the  country  in  disorder,  crime, 
wretchedness,  and  poverty.    To  show  that 
the  fair  and  peaceful  adjustment  of  any 
one  question  was  not  the  single  and  simple 
aim  of  these  intriguing  Priests  and  rampant 
agitators,  he  would  instance  the  late  agita- 
tion meetings  got  up  on  the  subject  of 
the  Irish  Municipal  Bill.  In  all  discussions 
at  public  meetings  on   that  subject,  the 
Irish  Tithe  Question  was  mixed  up  with 
it,  and  insidiously  made  auxiliary  to  it, 
although  the  Tithe  Question  was  neither 
the  subject  of  debate  nor  made  properly 
any  part  of  it.     Was  not  this  strong  proof 
that  when  agitation  served  the  purposes  of 
party,  grievances  were  thrown  in,  in  the 
lump,  to  excite    the  public  animosity  ? 
Was  it  then  to  be  credited,  or,  if  credited, 
to  be  borne,  that  Government  should,  if 
not  sanction,  at  least  connive  at  practices 
like  these ;  and,  what  was  far  worse  still, 
that  the  untutored  and  ill-directed  pea- 
santry should    be  suffered  to    run  riot 
against  the  law,  should  be  almost  encou- 
raged to  stamp  it  under  foot,  to  the  vio- 
lation of  the  public  peace,  and  the  infalli- 
ble ruin  of  all  public  prosperity  ?     Could 
society  exist  under  such  continued  dis- 
organisation as  this — a  disorganisation  not 
produced  in  a  struggle  for  liberty  withheld 
from  the  many,   but  produced  for   the 
aggrandisement  and  selfishness  of  a  few  ? 
It  was  shown  that  there  would,  even  by 
the  present  Bill,  be  scarcely  any  surplus. 
Then,  if  so,  why,  in  the  name  of  common 
reason  and  honesty,  insist  upon  it,   in 
opposition  to  the  amendment,  which  pro- 
posed a  fair  and  impartial  distribution  of 
the  revenue  of  the  Church?      But,  in 
simple  truth,  it  was  not  the  appropriation 
of  50,000/.  surplus  for  the  education  of  the 
Catholics  that  was  really  the  question.    It 
was  the  utter  extinction  of  tithes  eventually 
that  was  asked  for,  under  the  semblance 
of  appropriation.    Was  it  not  wicked  and 
base  to  insult  the  Irish  people  with  this 
delusion  of  appropriation  ?    The  applica- 
tion of  the  superabundant  revenues  of  one 
parish  to  the  wants  of  another  would  not 
satisfy  the  priests,  who  would  say,  that 
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Church  for  the  Church,  was  a  grievance 
and  an  injury  inflicted  on  the  Catholics, 
whose  hereditary  revenues  were  appro- 
priated to  the  uses  of  men  whom  they 
designated  as  heretics.     If  the  Catholics 
refused  to  comply  with  the  law,  and  pay 
those  demands  that  were  justly  due  from 
them,  then  the  law  must  not  be  suffered 
to  be  beaten  down  by  factious  or  insurrec- 
tionary violence,  and  these  parties  must 
take  the  consequences  of  their  headstrong 
disobedience  or  disaffection.     The  noble 
Lord,  who  professed  the  Protestant  re- 
ligion*  and  avowed  attachment  to  it,  was 
inflicting  the  deepest  injury  upon  it.     By 
his  proposed  suppression  of  860  parishes, 
he  would  take  away  the  light  of  true  re- 
ligion when  it  was  most  wanted.    The 
noble  Lord  had  that  night  stated,  that  the 
use  of  an  Establishment  was  not  for  the 
diffusion  of  doctrines,  but  of  education. 
But,  on  a  former  occasion,  when  the  ques- 
tion of  the  Church  of  Scotland  was  under 
the  notice  of  the  House,  the  noble  Lord 
declared  that  the  use  of  an  Established 
Church  was  for  the  propagation  of  the 
best  system  of  religion.     What  religion, 
then,  as  the  best,  would  he  propagate  in 
Ireland  ?  Was  it  the  Catholic  ?  He  hoped 
not ;  for,  according  to  the  opinions  of  the 
noble  Lord  himself,  it  was  his  duty  to  pro- 
pagate, to  encourage,  and  foster  the  rro- 
testant  Church  there ;  for  in  what  other 
Church  could  there  he  found  so  much  of 
the  genuine   spirit  of  the  Christian   re- 
ligion t  As  a  proof  of  the  power  exercised 
by  the  Catholic  priests,  he  would  refer  to 
the  op\)Osilion  giveu  by  them  to  the  read- 
ing of  the  Bible,  and  to  the  fact  of  their 
having  publicly  destroyed  it.     It  was  this 
tyranny  that  was  the  chief  curse  of  that 
country,  and  prime  oppression  under  which 
she  laboured ;  and  until  that  tyranny  was 
crushed  the  people  could  not  be  loyal, 
prosperous,  or  free.     It  was  this  tyranny 
that  prevented  them  from  embracing  the 
Reformed   faith,    like  the    English   and 
Scotch.     When  the  hon.  Member  for  Kil- 
kenny dwelt  so  earnestly  on  the  struggles 
of  the  Scotch  against  the  Church  of  Eng- 
land, he  shoula  have  known  (he  could 
not  indeed  be  ignorant,  but  he  concealed 
the  f^t)  that  their  resistance  to  episco- 
pacy was  from  its  supposed  approximation 
to  ropery.    Though  embracing  most  of 
the  doctrines  of  the  Church  of  England, 
they  opposed  it  from  a  fear  that  it  was 
not  far  enough  removed  from  Popery.  He 
WW  aatonished  to  bear  such  fraudaltnt 


arguments  as  those  he  alluded  to  used  by 
men  who  knew  better.  It  was  the  duty  of 
Government  to  adopt  the  doctrines  tliat 
were  most  in  accordance  with  truths  and 
as  such  to  uphold  the  Protestant  Church. 
The  hon.  Member  concluded  by  declaring 
that  he  would  support  the  motion  of  the 
noble  Lord,  the  Member  for  North  Lan- 
cashire. 

Mr.  Villiers  Stuart  felt  bound  to  give 
his  general  support  to  the  measure  of  his 
Majesty*s  Ministers,  although  he  could 
not  extend  his  unqualified  approbation  to 
that  part  of  it  which  imposed  upon  the 
Catholic  landlords  the  necessity  of  con- 
tributing to  the  maintenance  of  a  Church 
from  which  they  derived  no  benefit. 

Debate  adjourned. 


HOUSE  OF  LORDS, 
Thursday,  June  2,  1836. 

Mrmrru.]  BilL  Retd  a  Uiiid  time:— Slaveiy  Abolitkm 
(Jamaiai). 

Petitions  piwentadL  By  the  Uerqnea  of  Korthemptgp, 
from  Norwidi,  againit  the  Punuhment  of  Death  for  any 
Crime  but  Murder.— By  the  Bishop  of  Bristol^  from 
▼anoua  Ptoees,  for  the  Better  Ofaservanoe  of  the  Sahbath^^- 
By  Visoouat  Loirdh*  from  Athlecgue  and  Puerty,  for  tlMi 
Amendmenti  made  by  their  Lordshipe  to  the  Municipal 
Corporatiotts*  (Ireland)  Bill. — ^By  Lord  Duxcanmov.  ftxnn 
WatarftoKd,  ftir  AboUtlon  of  Tithes  (Irriaad). 

£a8t*India  SooAiu]  The  Earl  of  Ci^fv 
rose,  pursuant  to  notice,  to  preaent  a  peti. 
tion  agreed  to  at  a  numeroua  meeting  oi 
proprietors  of  East*India  Stock,  on  the  6th 
of  May,  praying  for  an  equalixation  of  the 
duties  on  East  and  Weat*lndia  sogars. 
He  had  already  presented  a  petition  of  a 
similar  nature  from  the  fiuzopean  and 
native  inhabitants  of  Bombay,  on  which 
occasion  he  had  shortly  slated  the  daima 
of  the  petitionera  on  the  coDsiderate  atteiw 
.  tion  of  the  Legislature ;  and  fe^ng  the 
snhject  to  be  one  of  great  impoitaooe»  he 
,  would  again  brieflv  trespass  on  their  Lordr' 
■  ships'  time  while  lie  made  a  few  observa- 
tions OD  the  subject.  No  on^  be  believed, 
,  would  now  venture  to  deny  the  justice  of 
'  the  claims  of  the  petitioners ;  and  in  bis 
opinion  the  representations  made  by  tbem 
demanded,  at  the  present  time,  narticular 
consideration,  fiefbre  the  oondusion  of 
the  last  charter,  by  which  the  China  trade 
was  taken  from  the  Company,  naaons 
founded  on  their  pos»9»on  of  that  trade 
mi^t  hare  been  advanced  agwnit  the 
claims  of  the  petitiooers ;  but,  staoe  tbe 
passing  of  that  diarter,  those  arguments 
no  loiiger  existed,  for  tbe  whole  bordao  of 
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supporting  the  Government,  civil  and  mi- 
litary, was  thrown  on  the  territorial  reve- 
nue on  the  soil  of  India«  Those  expenses 
must  be  met  by  the  industry  of  the  natives 
of  that  country  ;  and,  therefore,  every  fair 
protection  ana  encouragement  should  be 
extended  to  them.  The  Government  of 
this  country,  he  would  say,  was  never  in  a 
better  situation  than  now  to  ameliorate  the 
condition  of  their  fellow*subjects  in  India. 
No  one  knew  better  than  he  did  the  neces- 
sity which  existed  for  fostering  the  indus- 
try of  the  natives  of  India.  He  t-ook  the 
warmest  interest  in  the  welfare  of  India^ 
and  that  welfuxe*  he  was  perfectly  con- 
vincedt  could  not  be  effectually  protected 
unless  they  allowed  the  natives  a  fair  par- 
ticipation in  the  trade  of  this  country^  by 
admitting  the  produce  of  India  into  the 
home-market.  He  begged  leave  to  ask 
the  noble  Viscount  opposite,  what  the  in- 
tention of  Government  was  with  reference 
to  this  subject  ? 

Viscount  Melbourne  said*  their  Lord- 
ships would  see  that  it  could  not  be  in  his 
power  to  give  any  decided  answer  to  the 
question  M'hich  had  been  put  to  him.  The 
noble  Ear]  knew,  as  well  as  he  did,  that 
when  those  distinctive  and  discriminating 
duties  were  imposed,  it  was  for  the  pro- 
tection of  a  very  important  interest,  which 
had  grown  up  under  the  system  ;  and, 
therefore,  the  subject  required  to  be  most 
deeply  considered  before  extensive  altera- 
tions were  made  in  it.  The  noble  Earl 
must  also  know,  that  there  were  circum- 
stances connected  with  the  situation  of  one 
of  the  parties  to  whom  the  measure  prayed 
for  related,  which  rendered  it  necessary 
that  they  should  be  more  than  particularly 
cautious  in  considering  and  deciding  on 
this  question.  He  could  assure  the  noble 
Earl,  that  his  Majesty's  Ministers  were  as 
sensible  as  the  noble  Earl  was  of  the  im« 
portance  of  the  subject,  and  the  strength 
of  the  claims  set  forth  by  the  petitioners  ; 
and  he  trusted  that,  when  they  had  com. 
municated  with  the  various  [larties  whose 
interests  were  concerned,  they  would  be 
enabled  to  introduce  a  measure  that  would 
prove  satisfactory  to  all. 

Lord  Seaford  wished  to  call  the  serious 
attention  of  his  noble  Friend  to  this  ques. 
tion,  which  involved  a  variety  of  veiy 
important  considerations;  especially  after 
the  measure  of  emancipation^  which  had 
been  sanctioned  by  that  and  the  other 
House  of  Parliament  He  did  not  object 
to  the  prayer  of  the  petitioners;  he  had 


no  objection  to  affbixiing  to  the  growers  of 
sugar  in  the  East  Indies  a  fair  participation 
in  the  markets  of  the  mother  country.  He 
however,  wished  to  confine  the  privilege  to 
sugar  actually  grown  in  those  presidencies, 
and  exported  as  surplus  produce,  after  the 
wants  of  the  presidencies  were  supplied.  He 
certainly  would  not  extend  the  privilege  to 
sugar  merely  imported  from  those  East-India 
possessions,  without  clearly  ascertaining 
how  the  deficit  occasioned  by  the  exporta- 
tion was  filled  up.  His  object  was,  if 
practicable,  to  afford  effectual  protection  to 
the  sugar  of  the  West- India  colonies, 
against  the  introduction  of  foreign  sugar 
into  the  home-market.  It  was  not  merely 
sufficient  to  state  that  East- India  sugar 
should  be  admitted  to  the  home-market  on 
the  payment  of  low  duties,  it  would  be 
further  necessary  to  provide  that  the  trans- 
actions were  of  a  bona  Jide  nature.  If  this 
were  not  provided  for,  a  trade  miffht  be 
carried  on,  in  perfect  compliance  with  the 
strict  letter  of  the  law,  but  which  would 
not,  in  any  degree,  promote  the  professed 
object  of  those  who  were  anxious  for  tho 
equalisation  of  the  duties— which  would 
not  benefit  the  grower  or  the  consumer  of 
sugar  in  India.  He  would  take  the  case, 
to  exemplify  his  argument,  of  a  cargo  of 
sugar  shipped  from  China  to  any  of  our 
presidencies  in  India,  exchanged  there  for 
native  sugar,  and  the  latter  sent  to  London, 
If  that  portion  of  sugar  were  required  for 
India,  it  would  be  consumed  there ;  but» 
by  the  transfer  which  he  spoke  of,  its 
place  would  be  supplied  in  the  India  market 
by  so  much  foreign  sugar ;  and  the  effect 
would  be  practically,  as  he  had  already 
said,  to  introduce  so  much  foreign  sugar 
into  the  home-market.  By  transactions 
such  as  these  the  grower  in  India  would 
not  be  benefitted — no  new  demand  would 
be  created— for  as  much  foreign  sugar 
would  be  introduced  as  was  withdrawn  of 
native  sugar,  the  actual  growth  of  the  pre- 
sidencies. Then,  he  would  ask,  was  it 
desirable  to  supply  the  East  Indies  with 
foreign  sugar  fur  their  consumption,  in- 
stead of  allowing  them  to  consume  their 
own?  Was  it  desirable  to  export  native 
sugar  from  India,  which  the  inhabitants 
required  for  their  own  consumption?  He 
could  not  see  that  it  was  in  any  way  Aem 
sirable,  either  for  the  interest  of  the  srower 
or  of  the  consumer.  If  they  wished  to 
establish  a  new  trade  in  foreign  sugar,  whyi 
let  it  be  done  openly,  and  not  in  a  covert 
way,  which  might  injuriously  affect  import* 
ant  intereitf.    The  noble  Lord  then  ad» 
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verted  to  the  Slavery  Abolition  Act,  and 
observed,  tbat^if  tbat  experiment  were 
sucoessful,  tbos  who  bad  carried  it  would 
bave  achieved  tbe  greatest  triumph  for 
humanity  that  any  country  had  ever  carried 
into  effect.  It  was  not  enough,  however, 
that  the  n^ro  population  should  be  eman* 
cipated  ;  it  was  necessary  that  they  should 
improve  their  moral  as  well  as  their  phy- 
sical and  political  situation.  Therefore,  it 
was  necessary  in  legislating  on  this  ques- 
tion of  sugar  that  they  should  proceed  with 
the  greatest  caution,  since  it  was  in  the 
cultivation  of  that  artice  that  the  negroes 
were  chiefly  employed.  The  greatest  pro- 
portion of  the  estates  in  the  West  Indies 
were  under  the  cultivation  of  sugar.  If 
that  cultivation  were  rendered  profitless, 
those  estates  must  go  to  ruin,  and  the 
labouring  population  engaged  on  them, 
which  was  not  less  than  two- thirds  of  the 
whole,  would  be  thrown  out  of  employment, 
and  thus  the  beneficent  intentions  of  the 
Legislature  with  reference  to  the  negroes 
would  be  retarded,  if  not  defeated.  After 
alluding  to  the  excellent  working  of  the 
new  system,  especially  in  Jamaica,  which 
he  attributed  in  a  great  measure  to  the  ex. 
ertions  of  a  noble  Friend  of  his,  he  again 
adverted  to  the  evil  which  might  be  pro. 
duced  by  allowing  the  admission  of  foreign 
sugar,  in  the  way  he  had  stated,  to  the 
home-market,  and  called  upon  Ministers  to 
consider  how  far  it  was  worth  while  to  run 
the  risk  of  inflicting  on  the  West  Indies 
such  a  calamity  as  he  had  alluded  to,  by 
immediately  abandoning  a  system  which 
had  so  long  prevailed. 

The  Earl  of  Harewood  was  gratified  to 
learn  that  nothing  was  to  be  immediately 
done  in  this  matter,  and  that  before  any 
thing  was  done  in  it  the  subject  would  be 
properly  considered.  The  claims  of  the 
West-India  Colonies  first  to  be  relieved 
from  all  the  testrictive  duties  to  which  they 
were  now  subject,  could  not  be  denied. 

Lord  EUenborough  agreed  in  that  part 
of  the  noble  Viscount's  speech  as  to  the 
necessity  of  proceeding  with  due  caution. 
The  latter  part  of  the  speech  induced  him 
to  suppose  that  Ministers  meant  to  do 
aomethuijz — most  probably  very  little— 
with  rererenoe  to  this  subject  in  the 
present  session ;  but  what  that  little  would 
be  he  was  left  to  conjecture*  Considering 
what  had  fallen  from  the  noble  Baron 
(Seafbrd),  it  would  have  been  well  if  the 
noble  Baion  had  given  some  notice  of 
motion  before  he  brought  under  considera- 
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so  that  noble  Lords  might  have  come  down 
prepared  for  their  discussion.  It  did,  how- 
ever, appear  to  him  at  the  time  that  the 
Bill  for  the  emandpation  of  the  slaves 
passed,  that  that  measure  was  a  final 
settlement  with  reference  to  the  atuation 
of  the  West-India  Colonies,  and  be  felt 
that  the  East  Indies  and  the  West  Indies 
now  stood  precisely  in  the  same  situation  and 
that  both  had  an  equal  right  to  the  favour- 
able consideration  and  benevolent  protection 
of  Parliament,  more  especially  now,  when 
the  Legislature  had  granted  so  large,  so 
munificent  an  indemnity  to  the  proprietors 
the  West  Indies.      He  admitted  that 
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they  must  use  much  caution  and  circum- 
spection in  looking  at  those  great  interests 
which  were  connected  with  this  subject ; 
but,  nevertheless,  he  did  think  that  the 
question  of  the  assimilation  of  duties  be- 
tween the  sugars  of  the  East  and  of  the 
West  Indies  was  no  longer  a  question  of 
principle,  but  merely  of  time ;  and  he  was 
convinced  that  the  East  Indies  had  a  very 
great  claim  on  the  favourable  and  attentive 
consideration  of  Parliament.  The  manu- 
factures of  this  country  were  sent  into 
India  at  a  very  low  rate  of  duty,  in  conse- 
quence of  which  the  native  manufacturers 
were  almost  destroyed.  The  greatest  pos- 
sible difficulty  was  experienced,  not  only 
in  remitting  to  this  country  the  fortunes  of 
individuals,  but  in  sending  home  those 
sums  which  were  essentially  necessary  to 
meet  the  engagements  of  the  Indian' 
Government  in  this  country.  It  was 
therefore  a  point  of  essential  importance, 
both  with  reference  to  policy  and  justice, 
to  afford  every  opportunity  to  India  to 
enable  her  to  avail  herself  of  the  resources 
of  her  soil. 

The  Marquess  of  Nortkampian  thought, 
the  question  was  one  upon  which  they 
should  proceed  with  great  caution,  until 
they  had  ascertained  what  the  result  of  the 
great  experiment  would  be  which  was  at 
present  making  in  tbe  West  Indies. 
Great  danger  would  arise  to  the  success 
of  the  scheme  of  emancipation  if,  by  failure 
of  crops  or  other  causes,  the  negro  popula- 
tion were  reduced  to  any  distress.  We 
should  also  lose  the  influence  with  foreign 
nations  if  such  were  to  be  the  case,  on 
a  subject  of  greater  importance  even  than 
that  of  slavery— namely,  the  slave-trade. 

The  clerk  was  proceeding  to  read  the 
petition,  when  an  inforinality  wM  obu 
served,  and  it  was  withdrawn. 
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HOUSE   OF    COMMONS, 
Thursday,  June  2,    1836. 

Mtnutss.]  Petitioni  pretented.  By  Mr.  T.  DvircoMBK« 
ftam  variouft  PUuso,  fcur  Inquiry  into  the  Cue  of  Lieute- 
nant Colonel  Bradley. — By  Mr.  Wilkb,  flrom  Boston  Public 
Library,  for  Repeal  of  the  Duty  on  NewspaperB. — By  Mr. 
Lawmin*  from  Knaraiborough,  in  Avour  of  the  Lord'a 
Day  Bill. — ^By  Mr.  Gillon.  tana  the  Spirit  Dealers  of 
Hamilton  and  Cumbernauld,  in  favour  of  Spirituous 
Liquors'  Bill;  and  from  Hamilton,  for  Extending  Qualtfi- 
eation  for  Eleeting  Town-Coundllon  to  all  Househcdden. 
— By  several  How.  Mkmbkbb,  from  various  Places,  for 
Municipal  Corporations'  (Ireland)  BilL — ^By  several  Hon. 
Mkubsrs,  from  x-arious  Places,  for  the  Abolition  of  Tithes 
(Itelaiid);  and  that  the  House  will  adhere  to  the  Pro- 
visions of  the  Municipal  Corporations*  Bill  as  originally 
passed  by  them. — ^By  Mr.  Bainxb,  from  the  Stationers  of 
Leeds,  for  Allowing  a  Drawback  of  the  Duty  on  Stocks  on 
hand. — ^By  several  How.  Mbiibkbb,  from  various  Places* 
against  Turnpike  Trusts*  CoosoUdatioQ  BUI. 

TiTHBs  AND  Church— (Ireland)  Ad- 
JOURNKD  Dbbate.]  Tlie  order  of  the  Day 
for  the  adjourned  Debate  on  the  Irish  Tithe 
Bill  having  been  read, 

Mr.  Barron  rose.  He  said^  that 
he  felt  it  his  dnty,  as  a  resident  of 
Waterford  to  contradict  the  statements 
that  had  been  made  in  the  debate  of  last 
nighty  relative  to  the  sentiments  of  the 
gentry  of  that  country^  both  Protestant  and 
Catholic.  The  support  given  to  this  Bill 
was  not  confined  to  the  Catholics  alone. 
The  Protestants  also  were,  he  was  fully 
convinced^  most  anxious  that  a  Bill,  such 
as  that  which  had  been  introduced  by  his 
Majesty's  Government^  should  receive  the 
assent  of  that  House.  All  the  most  influ* 
ential  landed  proprietorsj  all  the  men  of 
information,  property,  and  station — the 
magistracy,  and  even  the  clergy  in  his 
part  of  the  country — were  most  anxious 
that  the  Bill  brought  in  by  his  Majesty's 
Government  should  pass;  and  they  ex- 
pressed their  opinions  openly  and  by  peti- 
tions, that  this  question  should  be  finally 
settled.  There  could  not  be  a  greater  de- 
lusion practised  on  the  people  m  England 
than  to  say,  that  this  was  a  Catholic  feel- 
ing and  a  Catholic  agitation.  He  could 
assure  the  House  and  the  English  people, 
that  the  Protestants  of  Ireland  were  hear- 
tily sick  of  agitation,  and  so  were  the 
Catholics  of  property  and  station.  But 
they  knew  well  that  this  question  would 
never  be  settled  on  the  principles  laid 
down  by  the  noble  Lord  or  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite.  They  knew  those 
principles  to  be  unjust,  and  they  would  not 
be  parties  to  injustice.  They  thought,  and 
thought  properly,  that  the  people  had 
a  right  to  a  portion  of  the  tithes  and  of  the 
Church  property,  which  had  been  granted 
by  their  ancestors,  not  for  the  benent  of  a 
petty  sect — ^nor  for  political  purposes — ^not 
for  the  advantage  of  an  exclusive  party — 


but  for  the  general  good  of  the  community. 
Was  he  to  be  told,  that  though  every 
shilling  of  this  property  had  been  beL 
queathed  by  Roman  Catholics,  their  de« 
soendants  were  to  have  no  share  of  its  pro- 
duce? Was  this  justice — was  it  common 
sense— was  it  decency?  It  was  injustice 
of  the  grossest  description,  to  which  neither 
the  Catholics  of  Ireland,  nor  the  liberal 
Protestan  ts  and  enlightenedjD  issenters  would 
ever  consent.  By  an  act  passed  in  the 
28th  year  of  Henry  8th,  which  still  re- 
mained unrepealed  on  the  statute-book, 
every  clergyman,  on  being  inducted  into 
his  benefice,  was  obliged  to  swear  that  he 
would  maintain  a  school  for  the  education 
of  the  people  of  the  parish.  Much  had 
been  said  by  those  who  called  themselves 
the  supporters  and  champions  of  Protestant 
principles,  in  the  House  and  out  of  it,  on 
the  sacred  obligation  of  an  oath;  but  he 
would  ask,  had  the  clergy  of  Ireland  oIh 
served  that  which  they  had  taken?  Jn 
five  parishes  of  Ireland,  in  which  he  had 
property,  not  a  single  school  was  kept  by  a 
Protestant  clergyman,  and  he  knew,  at 
least,  one  hundred  others  similarly  circum* 
stanced.  The  Protestant  clergymen,  in  two 
of  those  parishes,  to  whom  he  had  made 
application,  had  refused,  in  writing,  to 
subscribe  a  single  farthing  towards  main- 
taining a  school  where  Protestants  and 
CathoHcs  were  educated  together.  Tithes 
were  originally  intended  for  the  support  of 
the  poor^  for  the  education  of  the  people, 
for  the  building  of  churches,  and  tor  the 
maintenance  of  the  clergy.  The  Minis* 
teiial  Bill  only  enacted  that  a  portion  of 
them  should  be  set  apart  for  the  purpose  to 
which  they  were  originally  intended  to  be 
applied,  and  to  whioi  no  one  could  deny 
that  the  Roman  Catholic  clergy  had  ap- 
plied them.  The  speech  of  the  noUe  Lord, 
the  Member  for  North  Lancashire  (Lord 
Stanley),  had  for  its  object,  to  prove  that 
there  would  be  no  available  surplus  in  the  re* 
venueof  thelrishChurch.  He  mi^t8ay,wit]i« 
out  meaning  any  disrespect  to  the  noble  Lord, 
that  his  speech  was  a  mere  rechauffe  of  the 
speeches  delivered  last  year  by  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  (Sir  Robert  Peel),  and  as 
a  rechauffe  was  always  less  agreeable  than 
the  original  dish,  so  had  the  noUe  Lord's 
speech  hung  heavy  on  the  ears  of  hon« 
Members.  He  was  sorry  to  see  a  noble 
Lord,  of  his  supposed  standing  and  talent, 
treat  the  question  in  such  a  manner.  Not 
one  single  argument  advanced  by  the 
noble  Lord  could  have  the  slightest  efiect 
in  convincing  a  single  unbiassed  Member 
of  the  House.    Taking  into  consideration 
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the  reiolutian  of  tlie  House,   passed  last 
year  by  so  unexpected  a  nugority,  and  the 
increasing  majorities  of  Government,  he 
must  t&y,  that  the  noble  Lord  had  brought 
forward  his  motion   without  having  the 
slightest  hope  of  carrying  it,  for  the  pur- 
pose of  embarrassing,  not  of  settling,  the 
Irish  tithe  question.     The  noble  Lord  had 
ridiculed  the  idea  of  considering  the  Minis- 
terial Bill  as  a  final  measure ;  but  could 
the  noble  Lord  expect  that  his  proposition 
would  lead  to  any  thing  approaching  to  a 
final  settlement,  after  the  recorded  opinion 
of  the  House,  and  the  expressed  determi** 
nation  of  the  people  of  Ireland  ?     The  Bill 
advocated  by  his  side  of  the  House  would 
put  an  end  to  agitation,  and  be  hailed  by 
both  the  Protestants  and  Catholics  of  Ire- 
land as  a  great  boon.     When  Gentlemen 
opposite    told     him    that    their   measure 
would  be  final,  he  must  ask  what  they 
meant  by  a  final  measure.     He  i^as  not 
aware  Uiat  any  single  law  on  the  statute* 
book  could  be  regarded  as  a  final  measure, 
and  such  a  view  df  it  would  be  contrary  to 
the  very  essence  of  our  Constitution.  Why, 
Gentlemen    opposite    had    once    flattered 
themselves  that  the  ancient  systems  of  Par- 
liamentary representation  and  Municipal 
Government  would  be  final  measures  7    It 
was  ridiculous,   in  the  present  improved 
state  of   knowledge   and  information,   to 
talk  of  final  measures.     He  was  not  one 
who  wished  to  see  continual  agitation  in 
this  or  any  other  country.     It  should  be 
recollected,   however,   that  the  people  of 
Ireland  scarcely  ever  obtained  any  thing  in 
the  way  of  concession,  save  when  they  had 
agitated,  or  had  arms  in  their  hands.    This 
was  the  case  in   1782,  in   1793^  and  in 
1 829*     But  were  not  these  dangerous  ex. 
amples — would  it  not  be  better  to  teach 
the  people  to  look  on  concession  as  the  result 
rather  of  a  sense  of  justice  on  the  part  of 
the  Government  than  of  their  agitation? 
It  was  the    system  pursued  by  the  riffht 
hon.  Baronet  that  had  drawn  men  of  in-> 
finance  and  property  into  the  whirlpool  of 
agitation*     They  knew  they  had  to  deal 
with  an  infiammable  people^a  high-mind- 
ed, a  brave,  and*  a  sensitive  people,  and  let 
them  beware  how  they  trified  with  such  a 
people  much  longer.     If  they  persevered 
in  their   mischievous  course,   thev  would 
draw  men  of  property  out  of  the  country, 
or  into  the  ranks  of  agitation.     They  had 
t(jo  long  treated  Ireland  as  a   conquered 
province,  and  they  seemed  to  forget  thot 
there  were  7iOOO,000  of  Roman  Catholics 
who  lived  within  its  boundaries.     He  cal- 


culated the  Church  property  in  Ireland  to 
amount  to  752,000^  Gentlemen  had  argued 
as  if  480,000/.  was  the  whole  of  the  Churdi 
property.     They   had    omitted    the  glebe 
property — the  Bishop*s  lands,  palaces,  and 
gardens,    and    other    holdings,  which   be 
valued  at  190,000/.  a-year.     Then  came 
the   ministers*  money — 80,000/;    making 
altogether  752,000/.  a-year.    He    wished 
to  give  SOflOOL  to  the  original  owners, 
which  would  leave  to  the  Church  in  Ire- 
land  702,000/.  a-yeax^-^a  sum  fully  suffi- 
cient for  the   Bishops,  the   Eccleidastical 
Commissioners  and  other  purposes ;  all  they 
asked  was,  that  of  this  50,000/.  should  be 
appropriated  to  ^he  purposes  for  which  it 
was  originally  intended.     This  would  leave 
700,000/.  for  the  spiritual  instruction  of 
the  Protestants  of  Ireland,  at  a  cost  of  20r. 
per  head.     At  the  same  rate  the  Cathofica 
of  Ireland,  who  were  comparatively  unin- 
structed  and  unenlightened,  would  require 
a  sum  of  6,500,000/.     In  France,  where 
no  complaint  was  made  of   the  want  of 
spiritual  instruction,  he  had  reason  to  know 
from  calculations  made  by  the  Minister  of 
Public  Instruction,  and  men  of  considerable 
experience,  that  it  cost  at  the  rate  of  Sts, 
per  head.     In  Scotland  the  cost  was  2j.  6d. 
a-head    for    the  whole  population.     The 
more  they  examined  it  the  more  monstrous 
it  would  appear.     The  rate  in  England  was 
between  5s*  and  Gs.  per  head.     In  Ireland 
it  was  near  four  times  as  high  as  in  England, 
ten  times  greater  than  the  rate  in  France, 
eight  times  greater  than  that  of  Spain,  and 
twenty  times  greater  than  that  of  America. 
Could  hon.  Members  really  think  of  sup- 
porting such  a  system  for  any  length  of 
time?     Would  they  grant  the  concession 
the  people  of  Ireland  looked  for  in  time,  or 
would  they  wait  till  they  were  forced,  like 
the  right  hon.  Baronet,  to  concede  what 
they  might  have  at  first  yielded  with  a 
good  grace  ?     He  implored  the  other  side 
of  the  House,  if  they  wished  to  save  Ireland 
fmra  the  troubles  that  threatened  to  dbturb 
that  country,  to  come  to  a    compromise 
with   his    Majesty's    Government  on  this 
vitally  important  question,  and  to  assist 
the  men  of  landed  property  in  Ireland  to 
save  that  property  from  being  swept  away 
in  the   agitation   that  was   daily  gaining 
ground.     If  they  did  not,  they  would  see 
the    whole    of   that    property    inevitably 
swept  awny,  perhaps  in  their  own  time. 
He  could  assure  hon.  Gentlemen  that  his 
conviction  was,  that  when  landed  property 
in  the  south  should  he  swept  away,  that  in 
the  north  would  not  be  safe.     The  noble 
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Lord  had  assisted  in  diminishing  the  num- 
ber of  Bishops  in  Ireland  by  ten,  upon  the 
ground  that  they  were  not  necessary  to  the 
spiritual  purposes  of  the  Church  or  the 
Protestant  population ;  and  upon  what 
principle  did  he  refuse  to  diminish  the 
number  of  the  cler^  who  had  no  flocks  on 
whom  to  attend  ?  in  many  of  the  bene- 
fices in  Ireland  the  Protestant  population 
varied  from  three  to  thirty^  and  yet  in  such 
instances  the  noble  Lord  would  give  the 
clergyman  an  income  of  300/.  a-year.  Let 
such  parishes  as  he  had  described  be  united 
to  the  adjoining  parishes,  and  even  then 
there  would  be  but  little  duty  for  a  clergy- 
roan  to  perform.  The  noble  Lord  had 
asked  would  they  starve  a  clergyman  on 
lOOL  a^year;  but  he  Mr.  Barron  would 
ask  in  return  why  would  the  noble  Lord 
give  anything  a-year  to  a  clergyman  who 
had  nothing  to  do,  and  no  Hock  to  attend  ? 
It  was  well  known  that  in  Ireland  men 
went  into  the  Church  merely  for  the  pur- 
pose of  getting  appointed  to  a  sinecure 
living.  Those  were  the  kind  of  men  who 
were  destroying  the  Protestant  Church  in 
Irelaod«  Those  were  the  kind  of  men  who 
bad  destroyed  the  Church  in  France,  who 
had  destroyed  the  Roman  Catholic  Church 
in  Englaody  and  who  were  now  destroying 
the  Church  in  Spain  and  in  Portugal. 
The  principle  of  the  Bill  which  the  Govern- 
ment had  brought  forward  was,  to  save  the 
Church,  and  not  to  spoliate  it.  It  would 
establish  in  Ireland  a  useful  body  of  work- 
ing clergymen,  who  would  be  respected  by 
^  all  classes,  in  the  room  of  the  hunting  par-* 
sons,  who  spent  their  time  and  the  produce 
of  their  benefices,  not  amongst  their  flocks, 
but  with  their  families,  enjoying  the  gaiety 
of  Paris  and  Cheltenham.  In  the  county 
of  Waterford  where  he  resided,  there  was 
parish  after  parish  without  any  resident 
incumbent.  He  could  ride  upwards  of 
thirty  miles  from  his  own  house  without 
finding  one  resident  incumbent*  The 
people  of  England  perfectly  understood  now 
that  the  cry  of  the  Church  in  danger, 
raised  by  Gentlemen  opposite,  was  not 
raised  for  the  safety  of  the  Church,  but 
from  a  love  of  mammon.  For  this  it  was 
that  Ireland  was  to  be  left  a  prey  to  famine 
and  bloodshed.  Did  the  noble  Lord  (Stan- 
Icy)  think  that  he  had  so  much  weight  in 
Ireland  as  to  induce  the  people  of  that 
country  to  receive  at  his  hands  what  they 
had  refused  at  the  hands  of  the  right  hon. 
Banmet  near  him,  the  Member  for  Tarn, 
worth?  If  be  did,  he  greatly  deceived 
himself.     The  people  of  Ireland  admired 


the  straightforward  manliness  of  character 
of  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  but  they  despisedi 
the  paltry  wavering  creature  who  was  ever 
undermining  his  friends  and  undoing  his 
own  acts.  The  noble  Lord  would,  if  he 
could,  undermine  the  present  Government, 
in  order  that  he  might  himself  come  in  for 
some  situation  in  the  general  scramble. 
He  could  tell  the  noble  Lord  that  the 
people  of  Ireland  had  no  confidence  in  him, 
or  in  anything  that  emanated  from  him. 
They  had  much  more  confidence  in  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  He  was  sorry  the 
noble  Lord  was  not  present,  for  if  he  were 
he  would  speak  of  him  with  still  more 
freedom  than  he  did.  The  noble  Lord's 
Bill  was  nothing  but  a  delusion.  It  was 
inconsistent,  too,  with  principles  professed 
before  by  the  noble  Lord  himself.  In  the 
last  year  the  noble  Lord  declared  that  the 
doctrine  of  proportion  was  pregnant  with 
danger' as  applied  to  Ireland,  and  yet  he 
now  wished  to  apply  that  very  principle  to 
Ireland  in  paying  the  Protestant  Clergy. 
It  was  sickening  to  see  public  men  thus 
abandoning  principle,  and  unsaying  one  day 
what  they  had  said  on  another.  He  con* 
tended  that  there  would  be  a  large  surplus^ 
notwithstanding  the  denial  of  the  noble 
Lord.  The  noble  Lord  had  spoken  of  un^ 
natural  alliances ;  but  what  did  the  noble 
Lord  think  of  himself  when  he  found  him* 
self  seated  between  the  right  hon.  Baronet, 
the  Member  for  Tamworth,  and  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  the  Member  for  the  Uni- 
versity of  Cambridge  (Mr.  Goulbum),  and 
when  he  heard  himself  cheered  on  by  the 
hon.  Gentlemen  behind  him,  who  had  been 
(and  he  said  it  not  with  any  disrespect) 
members  of  Orange  lodges  ?  Did  the 
noble  Lord  not  think  his  position  an  un* 
natural  alliance?  Might  he  not  say  to  the 
noble  Lord,  ^'  Tempera  mutantur  et  nos 
mutamur  in  illis.*'  The  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  were  quite  right  in  forming  the 
alliance;  but  the  noble  Lord  was  quite 
wrong.  Would  the  House  refuse  50,000/. 
for  the  education  of  that  people  of  Ireland, 
while  at  the  same  time  they  taunted  the 
people  with  being  a  brutal  ignorant  people? 
How  could  they  be  otherwise  than  ignor- 
ant when  whole  parishes  were  to  be  round 
in  which  there  was  not  a  single  school  } 
They  told  the  Irish  people  that  they  were 
not  capable  of  governing  themselves,  and 
yet  refused  them  the  means  of  education  ? 
He  implored  the  House^  for  the  sake  of 
property,  not  to  drive  the  people  of  Ireland 
to  desperation.  It  was  monstrous  to  tell 
a  whole  nation  that  they  must  remain  in 
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i^oraoce,  and  most  hare  no  share  of  the 
means  provided  for  moral  and  religious  in- 
structio  •  There  was  now  an  opportunity 
for  a  ra  ional  compromise  between  the  two 
parties  that  divided  Ireland.  Was  it  worthy 
of  the  right  hon.  Baronet  opposite  (Sir 
James  Gr2iam)  to  endeavour  to  excite  the 
religious  feelings  of  the  people  of  this 
country  against  the  Catholics  of  Ireland  ? 
He  would  tell  that  right  hon.  Baronet  that 
the  days  of  Lord  George  Gordon  were 
gone,  never  to  return.  The  people  of  Eng- 
kind  were  no  longer  to  he  deluded  by  such 
means.  He  could  not  help  thinking  that 
if  the  right  hon.  Baronet  were  seated  on 
the  Ministerial,  instead  of  the  Opposition 
benches  he  would  not  have  such  a  holy 
horror  of  Popery  as  he  now  professed. 
Did  not  the  right  hon.  Baronet  know  that 
the  Roman  Catholic  religion  was  the  reli- 
gion of  the  great  majority  of  civilised 
Europe?  The  Legislature  had  already  put 
power  into  the  hands  of  the  Catholics  of 
Ireland,  and  yet  it  was  now  called  upon  to 
look  upon  them  as  alien  in  feelings  to  their 
British  fellow-subjects.  This  was  a  state 
of  things  that  was  unnatural,  and  could 
not  last ;  and  the  sooner  it  was  put  an  end 
to  the  better  for  the  peace  and  happiness  of 
both  countries. 

Mr.  Oally  Knight  said,  that  having  been 
pointedly  alluded  to  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Waterford  he  felt  it  necessary  to  say  a 
few  words.  The  hon.  Gentleman  a  short 
time  back  had  quoted  a  passage  from  a 
speech  of  his  delivered  in  1832;  and  ex- 
pressed his  surprise,  that  after  the  declara- 
tion of  the  opinions  contained  in  that  speech 
he  should  regard  the  question  now  before 
the  House  in  the  light  in  which  he  did  regard 
it.  It  would  not  have  been  wonderful  if, 
after  the  manner  in  which  promises  had 
been  broken,  after  the  total  failure  of  that 
reconciliation  which  was  to  have  ensued, 
after  the  deeply-to-be-lamented  conduct  of 
the  political  priests,  and  the  prostitution  of 
religion  to  political  purposes,  he  did  not 
think  it  would  have  been  wonderful  if  any 
man  had  been  induced  to  take  up,  with  re- 
gard to  that  question,  an  entirely  new  posi- 
tion. But  it  was  not  these  considerations 
which  made  him  think  the  Established 
Church  less  out  of  proportion  than  he  had 
thought  it,  but  because  since  1832  its  pro- 

Jortions  had  been  materially  changed, 
n  1833  inquiries  had  not  been  instituted, 
and  it  was  confidently  asserted  that  the 
annual  income  of  the  Irish  Church  amount- 
ed to  no  less  than  three  millions.  Since 
that  time  the  truth  had  been  ascertained. 


Lord   Althorp— whoae    very    name    is    a 

fuarantee  for  good  faith — ^had  declared  in 
is  place  that  on  no  subject  bad  he  ever 
known  so  great  a  delusion  to  prevaiL  The 
real  income  of  the  Irish  Church  was  found 
to  be  800^000^ ;  from  that  amount  60,000/. 
a-year  was  diverted  to  relieve  the  Catholics 
from  the  cess  of  which  they  loudly  com- 
plained. Ten  Protestant  Bishops  were 
swept  away ;  the  revenues  of  the  Estab. 
lished  Church  were  reduced,  and  a  large 
measure  of  Irish  Church  Reform  was  car- 
ried into  effect.  This  was  the  explanation 
of  his  no  longer  entertaining  the  same  opi- 
nions he  had  expressed  in  1 832.  The  income 
of  the  Irish  Church  was  found  to  be  only  a 
third  of  what  had  been  imagined,  and  from 
that  diminished  sum  a  laige  deduction  had 
been  made.  Was  it,  then,  inconsistent  in 
him  no  longer  to  regard  the  subject  in  the 
same  point  of  view  in  which  he  had  re- 
garded it  before  the  truth  came  to  li^ht, 
and  before  the  reform  and  the  reductions 
had  taken  place?  He  was  aware  it  was 
said,  that  a  part  of  the  Cabinet  of  Earl 
Grey  had  not  considered  his  measure  of 
Irish  Church  Reform  as  a  final  measure; 
but,  in  his  own  opinion^  nothing  was  so 
directly  the  reverse  of  good  Government  as 
when  great  changes  were  made  speedily  to 
return  to  the  charge.  Such  a  practice 
created  a  perpetual  expectation  of  change, 
and  gave  the  public  mind  a  habit  of  rest- 
lessness, the  very  opposite  to  that  which  it 
was  the  duty  of  all  Governments  to  instil. 
For  these  reasons,  even  were  he  less  satis- 
fied with  Earl  Grey's  measure  of  Irish 
Church  Reform  than  he  was,  he  should  not 
have  wished  to  open  that  book  again.  But^ 
entirely  apart  from  these  considerations, 
there  was  another  reason  which  made  it 
impossible  for  him  to  act  in  any  other 
manner;  and  when  hon.  Gentlemen  quoted 
his  speeches,  he  thought  it  would  be  only 
fair  if  they  finished  the  sentence.  Wi^ 
the  leave  of  the  House  he  would  read  what 
he  said,  in  1832,  on  that  particular  subject 
which  was  the  basis  of  the  present  BilL 
In  reply  to  a  proportion  which  was  then 
made,  of  applying  part  of  the  property  of 
the  Irish  Church  to  secular  purposes,  he 
had  expressed  the  opinion  which  he  held 
then,  as  he  held  now,  in  the  following 
words:  — "The  proposition  of  applying 
tithes,  or  any  other  part  of  Church  pro- 
perty, to  other  than  ecclesiastical  purposes;, 
IS  not  to  be  thought  of.  Whatever  the 
Church  enjoys  alwajrs  belonged  to  the 
servants  of  the  altar.  Whatever  the  Church 
enjoys  belongs  to  the  Church  by  as  good  a 
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title  as  the  layman's  estate  belongs  to  the 
layman.  No  part  of  the  Church  property 
was  ever  bestowed  by  a  grant  from  the 
nation.  How^  then^  can  it  be  considered 
as  national  property,  applicable  to  other 
than  ecclesiastical  uses  ?  If  an  act  of  spo- 
liation is  committed  on  the  Church,  a  blow 
will  be  struck  at  the  root  of  all  property^and 
the  consequences  would  be  no  less  dangerous 
than  the  act  would  be  unprincipled."  He 
now  ventured  to  ask  whether  it  would  be 
consistent  in  him  to  do  anything  but  strenu- 
ously to  oppose  the  secular  principle,  which 
was  the  ground  upon  which  the  noble  Lord, 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment, had  declared  last  night  he  would 
take  his  stand.  It  was  that  principle  which 
met  him  on  the  threshold — that  principle 
for  which  alone  the  warmest  supporters  of 
the  Bill  avowed  they  thought  it  valuable 
—•that  principle  which  pervaded  every  line 
of  the  present  BiU,  of  which  the  enactments 
were  prepared  with  as  much  labour  and 
astuteness  as  if  it  had  been  intrusted  to  the 
arch  enemy  himself.  He  admitted  that  his 
Majesty's  present  Ministers  were  in  honour 
bound  not  to  omit  the  principle  from  their 
this  year's  BiU — ^but  he  regretted  that  ab- 
stract principles  should  be  draped  from  the 
closet  and  obtruded  on  legislative  assemblies. 
So  brought  forward,  they  were  always  the 
symptoms  of  morbid  excitement,  and  often 
the  precursors  of  fatal  events.  Men  went 
wild  about  abstract  principles — ^nations  were 
convulsed  in  their  name.  The  National 
Assembly  of  France,  in  1789^  teemed  with 
abstract  principles,  and  prepared  itself  by 
a  course  of  them  for  a  career  of  crime  and 
of  blood,  whilst,  on  the  other  hand,  there 
was  not  a  sin^e  abstract  principle  to  be 
found  in  our  bill  of  Rights,  because  the 
statesmen  of  that  day  knew  how  unwise  it 
was  to  introduce  them.  The  introduction 
of  the  principle  was  the  more  objectionable 
because  it  did  not  only  apply  to  Ireland, 
but  to  the  whole  empire,  and  if  once  ad- 
mitted, would  be  brought  forward  again 
and  again,  as  much  against  the  Church  in 
England  as  in  Ireland.  The  principle  was 
not  local,  but  imperial ;  and  what  purpose 
was  it  to  serve  ?  Did  they  hope  it  would 
satisfy  the  disturbers  of  Ireland  ?  Nothing, 
it  was  now  clear,  would  satisfy  the  dis- 
turbers of  Ireland,  but  the  complete  sub. 
version  of  the  Protestant  Church,  and  the 
establishment  of  a  Catholic  Church,  and  a 
separate  Catholic  republic.  If  these  things 
were  desirable  were  they  possible  ?  Would 
the  great  body  of  the  Scotch  and  English 
people  ever  consent  to  the  establishment  of 
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a  Catholic  Church  in  Ireland?  and  if  it 
were  established,  would  that  give  Ireland 
tranquillity  ?  Would  it  not  dnve  to  despe^ 
ration  a  minority  powerful  enough  to  dis- 
turb the  peace,  and  certain  to  do  so,  if 
cruelly  outraged  ?  TranquOlity  would  not 
be  obtained.  The  scene  of  agitation  would 
only  be  changed;  but  if  the  Catholic  Church 
could  not  be  established,  the  Protestant 
Church  must  remain  a  part  of  the  plan, 
and  whatever  was  to  remain  must  not  be 
humiliated,  for  they  might  depend  upon 
it,  humiliation  was  eventual  destruction  ; 
yet  the  Bill  before  the  House  trampled  the 
Irish  Church  to  the  earth.  They  were  in- 
dignantly rebuked  if  they  hesitated  exactly 
to  proportion  clerical  pay  to  the  amount  of 
labour  done ;  but  he  protested  against  the 
introduction  of  the  Utilitarian  principle 
into  the  department  of  religious  instruction. 
He  was  disgusted  with  the  attempt  to  get 
religion  done  cheap,  and  he  was  astonished 
to  hear  the  noble  Lord,  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department,  remind 
them  last  night  of  the  miserable  pittance 
received  by  some  of  the  working  dergy  of 
England,  as  a  thing  worthy  or  imitation. 
The  servants  of  the  altar  were  not,  after 
all,  '^hewers  of  wood  and  drawers  of  water.'* 
A  minister  of  the  gospel  was  not  to  be 
bargained  for,  and  cheapened,  like  a 
damaged  bale  of  goods.  Hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  wished  them  to  be  men  of 
education,  they  wished  them  to  keep  up 
a  respectable  appearance,  they  wished 
them  to  be  charitable,  and  yet  they 
wanted  to  cut  them  down  to  the  roini-i 
mum  point  of  support — they  assumed  that 
the  number  of  the  flock  was  the  exact  cri- 
terion of  the  labour  of  the  pastor ;  but  he 
assured  them,  a  scattered  flock,  few  in  num- 
ber, would  cause  as  much  labour  as  a  dense 
congregation  of  twenty  times  the  amount.  A 
scattered  Church  was  necessarily  more  ex- 
pensive  in  proportion  to  its  numbers  than  a 
collected  Church;  and  in  Ireland  the 
clergyman  had  not  only  to  perform  his 
ordinary  duties,  but  to  labour  as  a  mission- 
ary, and  sometimes  to  suffer  as  a  martyr.  Hq 
contended  that  Ministers  had  no  right  to 
cut  down  the  Church  for  the  sake  of  creating 
a  surplus  ;  and  that,  by  this  Bill,  they  did 
so  cut  it  down  much  below  the  necessary 
amount,  as  had  been  abundantly  proved  last 
night  by  the  noble  Lord,  the  Member  for 
Lancashire.  He  again  asked,  what  was 
their  object  ?  Not  to  give  the  people  educa- 
tion—- because  the  State  afforded  whatever 
was  wanted  on  that  score ;  the  object  was 
to  gratify  the  feelings  of  one  party  by  the 
2X 
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that  not  only  that  party,  but  both  parties, 
were  desirous  that  the  constant  strife  be- 
tween them  should   be  put  an  end  to  by 


the  adoption  of  measures  which,  while 
they  had  the  merit  of  being  founded  on 
the  principle  of  conciliation,  should  have 
at  the  same  time  the  additional  credit  of 
being  founded  on  the  principle  of  strict 
and  impartial  justice. 

Mr.  William  Roche  said,  that  admiring 
as  he  did  the  liberal  sentiments  expressed 
by  his  hon.  Friend,  and  he  might  say  nearly 
colleague^  he  regretted  that  he  must  dissent 
from  his  views  of  conferring  upon  the  Ca- 
tliolic  clergy  of  Ireland  a  state  provision*  As 
an  advocate  for  each  sect  supporting  its  own 
pastors,  and  thereby  freeing  religion  and 
the  clergy  at  large  from  the  jealousies  and 
hostilities  created  by  a  contrary  practice,  he 
must  oppose  the  views  of  his  hon  Friend  on 
this  head ;  but  while  he  did  so>  he  was 
anxious  to  acknowledge  the  sincere  and 
good  intentions  of  his  hon.  Friend,  although 
be  could  not  accord  with  the  wisdom  or 
expediency  of  this  idea.  Nevertheless,  he 
(Mr.  Roche)  would  like  to  see  the  comfort 
of  the  Catholic  clergy  in  some  measure  pro- 
vided for ;  not,  however,  by  trespassing  on 
the  State  or  on  other  communities,  but  by 
their  own  people  providing  in  each  parish  a 
moderate  glebe-house  and  a  moderate  annex- 
ation of  land,  leaving  them  to  earn  the 
remainder  of  their  support  by  their  zeal  and 
assiduity,  and  by  the  consequent  affection 
and  attachment  of  their  flocks.  But  to 
come  to  the  question  at  issue,  he  prayed 
eave  to  inquire  what  was  the  mighty,  and, 
n  fact,  the  only  boon  sought  for  by  the 
Bill  of  the  noble  Secretary  for  Ireland, 
namely,  the  appropriation  of  any  contingent 
surplus ;  what  more  did  they  a«k  than  the 
gleanings  of  a  superabundant  harvest,  the 
crumbs  which  fell  from  the  rich  roan*s  table  ? 
Should  these  be  trivial  and  insignificant,  as 
predicted  by  Gentlemen  on  the  opposite 
side,  were  they  worth  contending  for  }  but 
if,  on  the  other  hand,  they  proved  sufficient 
towards  their  intended  purpose,  to  what 
object  could  they  be  applied  more  salutary, 
or  more  congenial  with  the  tnie  spirit  and 
interests  of  religion,  and  the  imperative 
duties  of  every  priesthood,  than  that  of 
promoting  the  enlightenment,  the  morality, 
and  the  consequent  temporal  and  eternal 
happiness  of  the  people?  and  was  not  this 
more  particularly  due  to  that  portion  of  the 
Irish  people  who,  in  consequence  of  differ- 
ing from  the  doctrines  of  the  Established 
C-hurch,  could  not  derive  any  other  return 
from  the  heavy  pressure  on  their  industry, 
occasioned    by    the    maintenance   of  that 


Church  ?  Surely  it  was  peculiarly  incuiii« 
bent  on  those  ultra-guardians  of  Protest- 
antism to  contribute  readily  and  liberally 
to  the  education  of  the  Irish  Catholics, 
inasmuch  as  they  considered  Catholicity^the 
offspring  of  ignorance,  which,  like  the 
shadows  and  vapours  of  night,  must  dis- 
appear before  the  light  of  education  and 
inquiry.  It  would  seem,  from  the  arguments 
of  these  ultra-advocates  of  the  clergy  of  the 
Established  Church,  that  they  were  dis- 
posed to  say, "  educate  and  enlighten  if  you 
please,  but  please  not  to  touch  our  incomes, 
or  ask  us  to  contribute  towards  it."  This 
Bill  puts  the  sincerity  of  those  professions 
in  favour  of  the  education  of  the  people  to 
the  test.  Even  in  a  pecuniary  sense,  this 
principle  and  this  appropriation  would  be 
well  advised  on  the  part  of  the  clergy  of 
the  Established  Church,  because  it  would 
tend  to  excite  better  and  kinder  feelings 
towards  it  in  the  minds  of  the  people,  and 
therefore  render  the  situation  of  the  clergy 
so  much  more  comfortable.  But  if  the  clergy 
will  yield  nothing,  but  recklessly  persevere 
in  exacting  the  uttermost  farthing  by  any 
means,  however  disastrous,  they  may  drive 
the  people  of  Ireland  to  recollect  and  to  adopt 
the  example  set  them  by  an  Irish  Protestant 
Parliament  in  a  resolution  of  the  House  of 
Commons  of  that  day,  in  reference  to  the 
tithe  of  agistment,  that  whoever  paid  such 
impost  should  be  considered  *'  an  enemy  to 
his  country."  Unless  the  Protestant  clergy 
hastened  to  arrive  at  a  conciliatory  adjust- 
ment, Ireland  would  become  a  perfect 
Pandemonium,  and  religion  be  made  the 
demon  of  discord,  instead  of  being  an  angel 
of  harmony  and  peace.  Everything  con- 
nected with  the  Protestant  Church  w*ould 
be  abhorred,  writs  of  rebellion  be  converted 
into  real  rebel  lion,,  and  the  laws  in  general^ 
from  being  thus  habitually  opposed  under 
a  sense  of  injustice  and  oppression,  would 
lose  their  weight  and  influence  in  all  other 
respects.  Evil  enough  had  been  experi- 
enced, and  blood  enough  surely  been  shed 
under  the  existing  state  of  things;  he 
therefore  trusted  that  the  Protestant  clergy 
and  their  over-ardent  friends  would,  for 
their  own  sake,  for  peace  sake,  and  for 
religion  sake,  cease  opposition  to  an  ameli- 
oration of  the  system,  and  to  a  Bill  having 
for  its  object  the  conciliation  of  the  people. 
Mr.  John  Young  informed  the  hon. 
Gentleman  who  had  just  sat  down,  that  he 
was  quite  wrong  with  regard  to  the  clergy 
of  the  Established  Church, — they  had 
already  made  extensive  sacrifices  to  con- 
ciliate the  people  of  Ireland;  they  were 
willing  to  make  more,  and  no  body  of  men 
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in  the  country  could  be  more  desirous  than 
they  were  to  have  the  question  set  at  rest. 
He  wished  to  statc^  as  concisely  as  possible, 
the  general  and  deep-rooted  feeling  of  the 
Protestants  of  Ireland;  he  would  not 
follow  the  hon.  Member  for  Limerick 
through  the  calculations  which  he  had 
framed  so  ingcniouslyi  but  of  the  correct, 
ncss  of  which  he  had  some  doubts,  for  this 
reason — ^thnt  the  general  character  of  the 
measures  before  the  House  was  of  far 
greater  importance  than  the  practical  de- 
tails* He  should  not,  therefore,  stop  to 
inquire  whether  the  scanty  pittance  left  to 
the  Protestant  clergy  would  be  an  adequate 
or  inadequate  remuneration.  The  features 
of  the  two  schemes  were  so  strongly  marked, 
that  no  man  who  was  friendly  to  an  Es- 
tablishment could  long  hesitate  as  to  which 
he  ought  to  prefer.  The  assumption  of  a 
surplus  and  its  secular  appro])riation,  on  the 
part  of  Ministers,  were  the  grand  distinc- 
tion. Against  this  the  Protestants,  and, 
he  believed,  the  Presbyterians,  took  their 
stand.  They  were  ready  to  admit  great 
changes  in  the  Church,  and  reform,  to  a 
considerable  extent ;  but  this  appropriation, 
inculcated  by  excited  and  interested  politi. 
cal  partisans  and  sects  ranged  in  bitter 
hostility  to  the  Established  Church,  wore 
the  appearance,  not  of  relief  for  the  Roman 
Catholics,  but  of  humiliation  to  the  Pro- 
testants, and  even  to  their  Church.  Far 
from  facilitating  the  passing  of  a  tithe 
measure,  this  principle,  enwovcn  and  em- 
bodied with  it,  would  retard  its  progress 
and  injure  its  effect.  Were  it  law,  the 
Protestant  clergy  would  be  worse  off  than 
ever — their  incomes  limited,  but  not  less 
precarious — their  situations  as  exposed,  but 
no  longer  independent.  It  had  been  asked 
what  the  word  "  final "  meant.  He  would 
endeavour  to  explain  it  as  applied  to  an 
Act  of  Parliament.  Legislation  should,  as 
far  as  circumstances  would  admit,  be  de- 
finite and  conclusive.  It  should  settle,  for 
the  time  at  least,  any  matter  it  took  in 
hand.  If  this  applied  generally,  ought  it 
not  more  especially  to  obtain  in  the  present 
instance^  which  was  a  species  of  treaty, 
terms  of  adjustment  between  hostile  and 
long-contending  parties,  which  was  to  heal 
the  wounds  and  reconcile  the  differences  of 
Ireland,  by  arranging  all  preliminaries  and 
determining  all  boundaries?  But  did  it 
do  80  ?  Would  this  principle  permit  it  to 
have  such  an  effect  I  Never.  It  lef^  a 
point  — •  the  chief  point  —  undecided,  and 
rankling  in  the  minds  of  men.  If  it 
Sievit  anylliing,   it  waa  »  groundwork 


of  future  and  more  extended  action;  it  left 
something  to  demand,  and  something  to  de- 
fend :  doing  this,  it  gave  no  pernninent  sa- 
tisfaction to  the  conquering,  and  no  perma- 
nent security  to  the  defeated. — This  prin- 
ciple was  constantly  supported  by  appeals  to 
physical  force,  to  the  people,  to  the  seven 
millions  ;  he  never  heard  these  numbers 
reiterated  without  feeling  tempted  to  reply, 
as  was  done  at  a  famous  trial,  when  a  king 
was  the  culprit,  and  the  accusers  said  to  be 
"  all  the  good  people  of  England  :"  *'  No 
nor  a  hundredth  part  of  them,*'  was  ex- 
claimed. He  did  not  believe  that  a  hundredth 
part  of  the  people  of  Ireland  were  so 
savagely  hostile  to  the  Er>tcbli;bed  Church 
as  they  were  represented  ;  the  peasantry, 
grateful  for  the  smallest  services  received, 
and  generous  to  the  utmost  extent  of  their 
limited  means,  had  not  forgotten  the 
charitii'S  of  the  Protestant  clergy,  and  did 
not  rejoice  at  their  unmerited  sufferings. 
They  had  been  tampered  with,  or  they 
would  have  been  well  satisfied  with  the 
concessions  already  made— with  a  commu- 
tation and  entire  redemption  of  tithes.  As 
it  was,  many  of  those  whose  voices  were 
loudest  against  the  Church  would  long  re- 
member and  bitterly  regret  its  fall,  if  ever 
destined  to  sink  beneath  the  attacks  of  its 
enemies,  when  they  missed  its  fostering 
charities  and  protecting  influence,  and  looked 
ujwn  the  gulph  of  poverty  and  wretchedness 
which  they  were  deluded  into  thinking 
would  be  filled  by  its  ruins^  but  which 
would  only  be  rendered  deeper  and  more 
dismal  by  its  fall.  Animosities  assuming 
various  forms,  exasperated  by  a  fatal  succes- 
sion of  causes,  and  continued  for  centuries, 
had  hcQvx  goaded  into  fiercer  action,  and 
the  people  had  been  betrayed  into  ruinous 
excitement,  through  false  hopes  and 
false  pride,  by  all  the  arts  of  imposition, 
and  by  promised  advantages,  which  no  extent 
of  concession  and  no  effort  of  legislation 
could  ever  realise.  Even  supposing,  what 
he  would  not  admit,  that  a  measure,  with 
the  appropriation  enwoven  into  it,  were  to 
satisfy  the  Roman  Catholics  for  the 
moment,  what  effect  would  it  have  on  the 
opposite  party,  on  those  who  held  four-sixths 
of  the  land  of  Ireland,  and  were  its  most 
industrious  and  improving  inhabitants  }  It 
would  dismay  and  dishearten  them.  They 
had  just  grounds  for  apprehension  ;  they 
had  conceded  much,  more  was  demanded, 
and  th^t  undefined  and  extravagant.  While 
their  {present  situation  was  awkward  and 
perilous,  they  could  not  help  recollecting, 
that  amoDgft   the   moit  prominent   aticl 
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fiercely-] nsisteiloon  demands  of  the  popular 
loaders  in  1641,  was  what  ihej  were  pleased 
to  call    "  satisfaction  in  matters  concerning 
the  Church."  The  career  of  those  leaders, 
however  justifiable  and  brilliant  at   first* 
closed  in  a  bloody  civil  war  and  the  establish- 
ment of  a  military  despotism*     When  they 
heard  hon.  Gentlemen  on  the  other  side  of 
the  House  recommending  the   Protestant 
ministers  to  renounce  that  influence  which 
they  say  surrounds  them  and  offends  the  eye 
of  poverty,  and  resume  the  modesty  befitting 
their  apostolic  origin,  they  could  not  help 
recalling  thai  the  same  advice,  in  precisely 
similar  terms,  was  given   to  the  French 
clergy  in   the  Assembly,  by  one    whose 
name  a  few  years  after  became  the  terror  of 
all  France.     They  formed  part  of  the  first 
speech  delivered  by  the  far-famed  Robes- 
pierre.    He  knew  there  was  that  fund  of 
solid  good  sense  in  the  country  which  set 
all  notions  of  revolution  at  defiance.     Nor 
did  he  believe  that  there  was  any  consider- 
able body  who  had  in  contemplation  schemes 
similar  to  the  English   popular  leaders  of 
1640,  or   the  French   republicans  of  last 
century.     Still   the  Protestants  of  Ireland 
had  reason  to  dread  annoyance  and  encroach- 
ment,  and   were   right    in  not  willingly 
surrendering    the  most  distant  out- work 
which  seemed  to  guaid  them.   He  perfectly 
agreed  with  his  hon.  Friend,  the   member 
for  Newark,  that  the  analogy  attempted  to 
be  drawn  between  Prussia  and  Ireland  was 
not  tenable  ;  still,  were  the  alternative  put 
to  him,  he  would  rather  see  the  Established 
Church  in  Ireland  placed  on  the  samefuoting 
as  regarded  the   Government,  and   other 
religious    persuasions,    as  the   Protestant 
church  in  Prussia,  than  accept  a  tithe  mea- 
sure with  an  appropriation  clause.     In  the 
one  case  he  flattered  himself  he  could  see 
something  of  the  results — a  settlement  for 
the  present,  a  hope  for  the  future.      In  the 
ministerial   measure    no    human    wisdom 
could  foresee  the  consequences.     It  must 
be  worked  out  indefinitely  at  the  will  and 
pleasure  of  the  popular  leaders  of  the  day, 
and  of  any  Administration  which,  in  an 
unsettled  country,  might  chance  to  hold  the 
reins  of  power.  It  would  be  a  source  of  con- 
stant demand  and  aggression  to  the  stronger, 
of  constant  oppression  and  anxiety  to  the 
weaker  party,  while  it  inevitably  involved 
in  the  struggle  a  disturbance  of  habits,  a  dis. 
appointment  of  expectations,  and  an  abate- 
ment of  that  reliance  on  the  inviolability  of 
It^al  possessions,  which  was  the  mainspring 
oi  industry  and  the  chief  source  of  comfort* 
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noble  Lord,  the  Member  for  Lancashire, 
had  brought  before  them  two  questions 
instead  of  one.  They  had  to  decide  whe. 
ther  they  should  reform  the  Irish  Church 
so  as  to  satisfy  the  noble  Lord  and  the  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite,  or  so  as  to  satisfy  the 
Irish  people.  Now  he  did  not  think  the 
noble  Lord  had  hitherto  been  so  fortunate 
a  legislator  for  Ireland  as  to  induce  that 
House  to  look  very  favourably  upon  the 
suggestions  of  one  whose  very  abilities  had 
only  served  to  render  more  conspicuous  the 
great  disproportion  between  his  unrivalled 
power  as  a  debater,  and  his  ill-luck  (no  less 
unrivalled)  in  his  capacity  as  a  legislator. 
The  hon.  Gentleman,  the  Member  for 
Cavan,  found  fault  with  the  Bill  before  the 
House,  because  it  would  not  be  a  final 
one ;  but  whatever  merit  the  substitute 
proposed  by  the  noble  Lord  (Stanley)  might 
possess,  the  very  last  recommendation  it 
could  lay  claim  to  was  that  of  being  a  final 
settlement  of  the  question ;  for  if  that 
House  were  to  be  untrue  to  itself,  if  it 
were  to  adopt  the  plan  of  the  noble  Lord, 
was  not  every  gentleman  perfectly  aware, 
that  while  the  six  millions  of  Catholics 
(whom  the  noble  Lord  quite  overlooked) 
remained  out  of  the  pale  of  his  reform,  they 
should  still  have  the  same  discussion  Scis- 
sion after  i^ession,  and  the  noble  Lord's 
Bill  would  only  be  another  landmark  in 
the  dreary  waste  of  unprofitable  and  fruit- 
less legislation.  But  if,  on  the  other  hand, 
they  were  to  reform  the  Irish  Church  so  as 
to  satisfy  the  Irish  people,  they  must  do  it 
upon  the  very  principle  the  noble  Lord  had 
so  solemnly  abjured — namely,  they  roust 
give  the  people  a  contingent  benefit  in  the 
Church  which  the  x>eople  were  to  maintain. 
If  it  were  true,  as  the  noble  Lord  had 
asserted,  that  the  people  would  enjoy  but  a 
very  scanty  surplus,  that  only  proved  howfa. 
vourable  a  compromise  this  was  to  the  Church 
and  how  graciously  they  ought  to  concede  to 
the  generosity  of  a  people,  who  left  to  a 
hostile  religion  all  its  adequate  means  of 
support,  and  demanded  only  for  themselves 
the  recognition  of  the  bare  and  abstract 
principle  of  equity  and  justice.  The  ques- 
tion of  surplus  was  a  mere  waste  of  words ; 
either  there  would  be  no  surplus— and 
therefore,  as  the  hon.  Member  for  Wey- 
mouth so  well  expressed  it,  there  would  be 
no  spoliation ;  or  if  there  were  a  surplusj 
before  they  appropriated  a  surplus  they 
must  discover  a  sinecure.  Should  they 
make  it  a  principle  of  the  State  to  abolish 
sinecures,  and  yet  make  it  a  principle  of 
our  religion  to  establish  Hiemf     The7 
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talked  of  Irish  bulk,  but  the  words  Irudi 
Church  were  the  ffreatest  bull  in  the  lan- 
guage. It  was  called  the  Irish  Church  be- 
cause it  was  n  Church  not  for  the  Irish. 
They  had  heard  that  tho«e  who  ministered 
to  the  altar  should  live  bv  the  altar.  But 
the  Protestant  dergymen  did  not  minister 
to  the  altar — the  Catholic  priest  mintstered 
to  the  altar,  and  the  Protestant  lived  upon 
the  flocL  But  ihey  were  told  that,  though 
they  had  the  legal,  they  had  not  the  equi- 
table right  to  appropriate  Church  property. 
Could  any  Protestant  use  this  argument  ? 
How  then  did  the  Protestant  Establish^ 
ment  exist?  We  stood  upon  the  gigantic 
ruins  of  the  Catholic  Church  projierty. 
Should  we  quarrel  with  the  very  title- 
deeds  by  which  we  held  our  possession  P 
They  had  been  told,  that  it  was  arranged 
at  tlie  Union  that  the  two  Churches  of 
England  and  Ireland  should  be  inoorpo^ 
rated  as  a  defence  to  the  weaker,  or,  in 
other  words,  the  Protestant  party  ;  and 
they  had  been  solemnly  adjured  to  adhere  to 
the  contract  Was  it  at  that  time  of  day  they 
were  to  be  told  that  what  the  Legislature 
of  one  age  had  established,  the  Legislature 
of  another  age  could  not  amend  ?  Talk  of 
adhering  to  the  legislation  of  the  past ! 
Vou  might  as  well  talk  of  adhering  to  the 
Heptarchy.  What  I  was  there  to  be  only 
one  entai^  whidi  could  never  be  cut  off  in 
the  blunders  of  departed  bigotry  and  the 
injustioe  of  obsolete  oppression  >  But  then 
tliey  were  to  be  told  they  would  establiah 
a  precedent  to  the  danger  of  the  Establish* 
aneat  of  England,  No,  it  was  their  op. 
ponents  who  established  that  dangerous 
precedent,  when  they  told  them  that  the 
Oiordi  or  the  State  ought  not  to  be  in. 
floenced  by  the  religion  of  the  population. 
It  was  on  that  nrindple  that  they  rested 
the  broad  foundation  of  the  English  Church, 
and  by  denying  that  principle  they  sapped 
that  foundation.  But,  continued  the  hon. 
Gentleman,  do  you  serve  the  English 
Church,  if  that  be  in  danger  from  popu- 
lar opinion,  by  linking  it  with  the  Insh— 
and  dedarinff  that  they  must  stand  or  fall 
together  ?  Do  you  act  wisely  to  associate 
inseparaUy  all  that  is  odious,  even  to  the 
friends  of  the  Establishment,  with  all  that  is 
venerable  and  beloved  i  Do  you  act  wisely 
by  leaving  to  its  enemies  an  argument  that 
the  majority  of  the  representative  assembly 
cannot  defend  ?  Is  not  tliis  involving  the 
uses  of  the  Church  in  the  condemnation 
which  should  attach  to  the  abuses,  and 
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eased,  or  do  you  infect  that  which  is 
healthy  ?  But  then  you  objeot  to  appTO^ 
priation  because  it  involves  a  principle,  and 
you  cannot  tell  where  the  principle  may 
stop ;  tbb  is  perilous  ground  for  the  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite.  Will  no  experienee 
warn  them }  Was  it  not  by  this  argument 
that  they  qiposed  the  ^nrinGiple  of  the 
disfranchisement  of  Gattonand  Old  Sarumt 
Was  it  not  by  this  argument  that  the  Duke 
of  Wellington  resisted  Reform  ^  What 
was  the  consequence  ?— -the  year  afterwards 
came  Schedule  A  and  Schedule  B.  We 
are  now  treating  with  the  Gatton  and  the 
Old  Sarum  of  the  Irish  Church.  Yo« 
resist  the  principle  of  a  coudl  reform :  be^ 
ware  how  your  own  procrastination  irrit«ceB 
the  public  mind  to  that  point  when  even  a 
large  reform  can  do  little  more  than  sai?^ 
you  fVom  revolution.  The  right  hon.  Ba*i 
ronet,  the  Member  for  Cumberland,  had  said 
that  concession  never  satisfied  the  Irish 
peoplo.  But  with  what  grace  did  tirades 
against  concession  come  mm  those  who 
had  begim  the  policy,  and  now  declaimed 
against  its  results  ?  Folly  it  was  indeed, 
to  admit  Catholics  to  the  Legislature,  if 
you  meant  to  continue  religious  disqualtfi^ 
cations  on  political  rights.  How,  one  day 
can  you  say  that  Ireland  and  England  are 
identically  the  same,  and  therefore Uiey  shall 
have  the  same  Church ;  and  the  next  day 
declare  that  they  are  not  the  same,  and 
therefore  they  shall  not  have  the  same  Cor* 
|iorations^  Have  you,  then,  a  right  to 
say  they  are  not  satisfied  with  concessions, 
when  you  never  concede,  till  you  are  forced 
to  it^  And  while  you  gave  Catholic 
Emancipation  to  fsar,  you  reject  Bill 
after  Bill  while  the  Irish  only  appeal  to 
your  justice.  But  when  we  talk  of  the 
discontent  of  the  Irish,  let  us  not  forget 
that  the  worst  war  is  always  that  whit;h 
is  occasioned  by  constraints  upon  raligious 
opinion.  In  Ireland  those  constraints  do 
not  indeed  produce  war,  but  they  prevent 
all  the  blessings  of  peace.  Look  at  Eng-i 
land-^look  at  Sootland — were  they  con- 
tented and  submissive  whenever  n  relieious 
sentunent  was  at  stake  ?  You  reject  all  the 
lessons  of  experience — you  forget  your  ovvn 
wars  under  Charlei*  Ist.  you  forpet  your  own 
revolution  of  1688 — and  vou  ctcmnnd  tmn- 
quillity  and  gratitude  as  the  result  of  causes 
which  in  yourselves  produced  only  revolu- 
tions. Your  Church  in  Ireland  costs  vou  cent. 
per  cent,  to  maintain  it ;  at  lenst  it  co9t»  nn 
much  for  the  police  and  the  soldiers  »«)  for 
the  clergy  themselves.  *  '  '  *  ttf>»t 
allf  ii  our  profit  I  Wher  '  of 


1359         Tiihei  and  Church        {COMMONS}    (IrelandJ^Adf.  i>aaie.    1360 


Protestant  ascendancy?     Where  the  evi- 
dence of  Christianity  itself?  Do  we  imitate 
the  Saviour  or  the  Impostor,    when  we 
carry  the  Bible  in  one  hand,  and  the  sword 
in  the  other  ?  Sir,  I  deny  that  the  spirit- 
ual interests  of  the  Church  are  secure^  so 
long  as  any  temporal  causes  render  the 
Church  detested.     1  deny  that  the  Bible 
is  rendered  sacred  when  appealed  to  over 
the  bodies  of  the  dead.    I  deny  the  religion 
of  RathcormaC''— it  was  not  Christ,  it  was 
Judas,  who  took  the  thirty  pieces  of  silver 
as  the  price  of  blood.    But  if  you  insist 
upon  your  reflard  for  the  spiritusl  interests 
01  the  Churdn,    because  you  promote  the 
temporal  interests  of  the  clergy,  how  have 
you,  attained  even  that  object  ?     In  what 
a  situation  are  the  clergy  of  Ireland  now  ? 
Do  ^ou  mean  that  they  should  for  ever 
continue  in  this  situation  ?•— are  they  to 
subsist  for  ever  on  public  subscriptions  ? — 
for  I  tell  you  plainly  that  until  you  have 
repealed  theParliamentary  Reform  Bill,  this 
House  will  never  pass  an  Irish  Church  Bill 
without  the  appropriation  clause.      I  ask 
you  th^n,  is  it  you — ^you  who  set  up  for 
the  friends  of  the  clergy — who  insist  upon 
maintaining    them  as    the  mendicants   of 
public  charity,  and  is  it  you,  who  sneer  at 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Kilkenny 
for  receiving  public  subscriptions,  when  it 
IS    your  own  obstinacy   on  this    question 
that  covers  the  columns  of  the    newspa- 
pers  with  (he  subscriptions  of  ostentatious 
piety    for    the    starving    clergy    of    the 
wealthiest    Establishment  in  the  world? 
Emulous  of  the  fame  of  your  own  cari- 
cature of  the  learned  Member  for  Kilkenny, 
it  is  the  Protestant  Establishment  that  yon 
have  made  the  big  beggerman  of  Ireland. 
Sir,  it  is  indeed  a  miserable  light  in  which 
the  ministers  of  the  gospel  have  been  placed 
by    their   pretended   friends— a  light   at 
once  odious   and  impotent — ^now    calling 
out  the  military,  now  calling  on  the  pub- 
lic.   Are  we  only  to  read  of  the  clergy 
of  Ireland  in  cases  of  murder,  or  as  ob- 
jects of  charity  ?  and  are  hon.    Members 
opposite    who    condemn    them«^men  de- 
serving   in    themselves  of  every  eulogy 
passed  upon    them — to   this  character  to 
arrogate   to  themselves  the  exclusive  ho- 
nour of  being  the   friends  of  the  Estab- 
lishment,  and  the  supporters  of  the  dignity 
of  the  clergy  ?    Sir,  before  I  sit  down  there 
h  another  view  of  this  question  which  hon. 
Members  seem  wholly  to  overlook.     When 
the  Reform  Bill  was  being  discussed  the 
Duke  of  Wellington  asked  how  the  King's  I 
Government  was  to  be  carried  on.  Now,  Sir,  I 
that  questioa  ba^  perhaps  unexpectedl^i  J 


received  this  answer — an  answer  fatal  to 
the  Government  formed  by  the  Duke  of 
Wellington  himself!     The  Government  can 
only  be  carried  on  by  acquiescence  in  the 
very  principle  we  are  now  debating.    And, 
Sir,  I  must  ask  another  question.     Till  this 
principle  is  settled  how  is  any  Government 
to  exist  in  harmony  with  the  theory  of  the 
Constitution  ?  I f  that  Government  is  formed 
of  hon.  Members  opposite,  how  can  it  exist 
in  harmony  with  this  House  ?  If  composed 
of  its  present  materials,  how  can  it  exist  in 
harmony  with  the  House  of  Lords  ?  I  don't 
say  which  House  must  yield.     I  don't  enter 
into  that  question.     I  rely  enough  upon 
history  to  believe  that  in  any  contest  (in  a 
country  so  far  advanced  in  liberal  institu- 
tions as  England)   between  the  popular 
party  and  the  aristocratic,  the  populm:  party 
is  sure  to  get  the  best  of  it ;  but  this  House 
has  shown  that  it  does  not  desire  to  bring 
on  the  consequences  of  an  open  conftict; 
but  in  the  meanwhile  is  there  anything  in 
the   present  struggle  upon  this  quesUoa 
that  is  for  the  benefit  of  either  party  ?    It 
condemns  the  Administration  to  weakness, 
but  it  condemns  you  to  exclusion.     While 
you    think    to    proscribe     the    Catholic 
you  proscribe  yourselves,  and  from  a  Pro* 
testant  prejudice  you  shut  out  your  own 
Protestant  champions  from  any  participation 
of  power.     This  is  not  all.     The  whole 
course  of  legislation  is  delayed— *the  public 
mind  is  unsettled — ^all  Ireland  is  left  a  prey 
to  dbcontent,  and  year  after  year  passes  on 
in  confirming  the  habits  of  contempt  for 
a  law  which  the  Government  cannot  justify, 
and  the  army  itself  cannot  enforce.     Now 
then,  I  say,  granting  even  that  sdl  your 
reasonings  are  right,  still,  as  in  the  Catholic 
question,  balance  the  evil  against  the  good, 
and  ask  yourselves  whether  you  are  engaged 
in  a  struggle  that  is  worth  all  the  sacriiioes 
it  costs  ?  The  opposite  bench  is  the  strand 
upon  which  all  who  have  resisted  this  prin. 
ciple  have  been  shoaled.     No  ability,  no 
rank,  no  character  has  been  able  to  contend 
against  it.     It  has  made  itself  the  very 
principle  upon  which  all  Government  must 
be  formed.     In  this  very  House,  which  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  opposite  assembled  to 
support  his  policy,  it  efiected  his  downfall. 
Should  we  not,  then,  be  mad  to  rest  our 
English  Church  upon  ground  which  Minis- 
ter after  Minister  has  found  it  impossifaie 
to  maintain  ?  If  the  battle  of  the  Prote** 
tant  Establishment  is  to  be  fought,  let  us 
enlist  under  its  banners  all  its  friends ;  let 
us  keep  up  that  Establishment  in  Ireiand; 
but  rather  in  its  spirit  than  its  fexm— 
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minuter  of  persecution.  I  do  not  say  that 
if  you  grant  this  concessuniy  you  will  have 
no  future  concession  to  make.  It  is  always 
impossible  to  make  that  description  of  com- 
pact between  a  Government  which  is  of 
the  day,  and  a  people  which  is  immortal. 
But  I  say  that  you  have  no  right  to  make 
bairns  with  justice,  or  stop  short  of  any 
conoeflrion  to  the  Irish  people,  so  long  as 
you  leave  them  one  hardship  which  is  not 
shared  by  the  people  with  whom  they  are 
united.  Far,  then,  from  thinking  that  this 
Bill  will  be  the  conclusion  of  our  boons,  I 
rather  trust  it  will  be  the  commencement : 
I  see  nothing  to  alarm  me  in  the  gratitude 
of  a  people ;  I  see  everything  to  alarm  me 
in  their  discontent.  No,  I  do  not  shrink 
from  avowing  that  I  hope  this  conquest 
over  our  sectarian  prejudices  is  the  fore- 
runner of  a  steady  and  continuous  career  of 
justice.  So  that  when,  hereafter,  the  Irish 
Catholic  shall  ask  what  benefits  he  has  de« 
rived  from  the  union  with  a  Protestant 
country,  we  may  be  enabled  to  point,  in 
answer,  to  all  the  blessings  which  ought  to 
be  the  necessary  offspring  of  union  with  a 
people  who  have  won  for  themselves  the 
liberties  of  conscience,  and  whose  fore- 
faibers,  in  abjuring  the  Catholic  faith, 
never  meant  to  adopt  its  worst  errors,  in 
claiming  the  prerogative  of  an  exclusive 
and  dominant  ascendancy,  but  rather  to 
assert  the  inviolable  right  of  univenal 
equality  and  toleration. 

Mr.  Maclean  cordially  concurred  in  one 
observation  made  by  the  hon.  Member  who 
had  just  sat  down,  that  even  if  the  prin- 
ciple of  this  Bill  were  conceded,  it  would 
by  no  means  be  the  last  concession  the 
House  would  be  caUed  upon  to  make. 
After  having  taken  their  stand  on  a 
question  of  prindple,  and  so  important  a 
principle  as  that  contained  in  the  noble 
Lord's  Bill,  if  they  could  be  induced  by 
any  argument  urged  in  the  course  of  the 
debate  to  sacrifice  that  principle  on  which 
their  stand  had  been  taken,  nothing  would 
be  left  which  could  at  all  afford  the  people 
of  En^nd  the  slightest  confidence  in  the 
integrity  Imd  wisdom  of  their  procedure. 
He  ooiJd  not,  however,  but  repudiate  in 
the  strongest  manner  the  unfeeling  allusion 
made  by  the  hon.  Gentleman  to  what  he 
called  '*  the  ostentatious  display  of  super- 
fluous wealth"  in  suppcnrt  of  the  distressed 
Protestant  clergy  in  Ireland,  as  if  it  had 
aprungi  not  from  sympathy  with  those  suf- 
ferings which,  thank  Crod,  the  Protestants 
of  Inland  had  no  hand  in  creating,  but 
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would  be  laid  before  the  public,  oetenta^ 
tiously  to  parade  their  charity  and  over- 
flowing riches.  He  was  sorry  to  hear  from 
the  hon.  Member  such  a  sentiment  as  that, 
impQsning  motives  which  he  had  no  right 
to  call  in  question,  on  the  part  of  men  who^ 
whatever  might  be  the  opinions  of  those 
opposite,  had  a  right,  however  mistaken 
might  be  the  views  they  had  formed,  to 
have  credit  for  acting  with  purity  of  inten.. 
tion  and  integrity  of  motive.  Judging 
from  the  declaration  which  the  hon.  JViem* 
ber  had  made,  and  the  tone  in  which  it  was 
uttered,  there  could  be  little  doubt  the  hon. 
Member  for  Lincoln,  at  least,  was  not 
among  those  who  had  paraded  their  osten* 
tatious  charity  in  behalf  of  the  Irish  clergy. 
But  there  was  one  question  which  he 
would  ask  upon  this  subject,  and  to  which 
he  challenged  a  fair  and  honest  reply.  Who 
was  it  created  the  necessity  for  that  sub- 
scripdon  ?  He  thanked  the  hon.  Member 
for  Kilkenny  for  that  cheer,  and  he  would 
tell  him  sincerely,  that  he  believed  he  (Mr. 
O'Connell)  and  the  party  with  whom  he 
acted  were,  in  a  great  measure,  the  cause 
of  that  subscription.  He  did  not  mean  to 
say — for  he  would  not  in  his  turn  question 
the  motives  of  that  hon.  Member— he  did 
not  mean  to  say  the  motives  of  his  conduct 
were  not  conscientious  and  pure;  but  he 
would  nevertheless  maintain,  in  the  pre- 
sence of  that  hon.  Gentleman,  that  the  les*. 
sons  which  had  been  preached  to  the  people 
of  Ireland  from  lips  clothed  with  thunder 
when  addressing  assemblies  such  as  those 
that  usually  listened  to  him  in  that  country, 
those  lessons  had  undoubtedly  excited  the 
people  of  Ireland  to  a  resistance  to  that 
which  was  well  known  to  be  the  law  of  the 
land,  and  which,  until  it  had  been  changed 
by  the  supreme  authority  of  the  Legislature, 
it  was  the  first  duty  of  the  hon.  Member, 
as  of  them  all,  to  see  that  it  was  respected 
and  carried  into  effect  Those  on  that  (the 
Opposition)  side  of  the  House  had  been 
taunted  repeatedly  with  the  slaughters  of 
Rathcormac,  for  it  was  said  they  had  been 
occasioned  by  the  tithe  system.  He  alto* 
gether  denied  the  assertion.  They  arose 
not  from  tithes,  but  from  doctrines  most 
assiduously  promulgated  with  respect  to 
tithes.  Let  those  who  preached  passive 
resistance  among  the  deluded  peasantry 
bear  the  reproach,  for  they  vf&te  the  reid 
fomenters  of  those  appalling  massacres 
which  had  been  the  melancholy  result  in 
Irdand.  If  obedience  had  been  enjoined, 
and  the  law,  however  impolitio,  had  been 
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but  there  wns  a  place^  and  one  alone,  in 
which,  if  the  hon.  Member  continued  his 
researches,  he  would  assuredly  find  it — the 
Bible.  The  brilliant  intellect  of  Aristotle 
looked  for  it  in  vain — it  was  invisible  to 
Cicero.  Had  it  baffled,  too,  both  Plato 
and  the  Member  for  Waterford  ?  And 
were  they  bigots^^were  they  plunderers 
-»-were  they  fondly  chasing  a  phantom 
and  sacrificing  a  reality  when  they  said, 
that  as  Christian  legislators  they  were 
bound  by  their  faith  not  to  diminish  that 
scanty  subsistence  which  was  the  inherit- 
ance of  its  Teachers  in  Ireland?  There 
was  one  other  part  to  which  he  would 
allude  before  sitting  down — he  meant  the 
extraordinary  statement  which  had  been 
made  last  night  by  one  of  the  Ministers 
of  the  Crown.  Speaking  of  the  senti- 
ments of  Warburton  and  Paley,  whose 
testimony,  by  the  way,  with  respect 
to  the  objects  of  a  Church  Establish- 
ment had  often  been  quoted  in  that 
House  without  its  accompanying  qualifi- 
cation, the  noble  Lord  (Lord  John 
Rnssell)  was  represented  to  have  said, 
*'  He  was  not  prepared  to  say,  that  their 
doctrine  ought  to  be  carried  out  to  its 
full  extent  in  Ireland.  For  his  own  part, 
he  had  no  intention  of  so  carrying  it  out ; 
but  he  maintained,  and  he  ever  would 
maintain,  that  the  interests  of  the  great 
body  of  the  people  of  that  country  ought 
not  to  be  omitted  from  consideration  ; 
and  when  they  talked  of  the  duty  of  the 
State,  he  would  say  that  it  was  not  the 
dutv  of  the  State  to  choose  and  select  and 
support  that  creed  only  which  the  Legis- 
lature or  other  supreme  authority  con. 
sidered  founded  on  truth,  but  that  it  was 
the  duty  of  the  State  to  provide  means  for 
inculcating  the  principles  of  morality  and 
religion  among  the  great  body  of  the 
people."  It  was  in  vain  that  he  had  read 
the  Higfory  of  England,  He  had  been 
educated  in  Protestant  principles  to  no 
purpose,  because  he  deemed  it  to  be  the 
duty  of  the  State  to  support  that  creed 
which  was  the  creed  of  truth.  If  that 
were  not  the  case,  why  had  they  an  estab. 
lished  Church  at  all  ?  The  Protestant 
Church  of  England  and  Ireland  was 
founded  on  the  principles  of  the  truth, 
and  whenever  it  abandoned  them,  the 
sooner  it  was  got  rid  of  the  better.  He 
roust  be  ollow^,  before  sitting  down,  to 
appeal  to  that  hon.  and  learned  Member 
whose  influence  for  good  or  ill  was  so 
powerftil  in  Ireland,  and  acknowledging 
the  pioitrate  aitnatioa  of  that  oouatryi  be 


would  say  to  him,  in  the  language  of  one 
whose  memory  he  adored — in  the  lan- 
guage of  Grattau — '*  Your  country  is  not 
dead,  she  but  sleepeth  in  the  tomb:  you 
may  awake  her."  You  may  join  us  in  a 
wish  which  we  sincerely  profess  to  shake 
ofi^  the  apathy  which  benumbs  her  mighty 
energies. 

**  She  IS  not  conquered ;  beaiity*8  en»iffn  yet 
''  Is  crimion  on  her  cheeks  and  on  her  lipt, 
"  And  Death's  pale  flag  is  not  advanced  there.'* 

Let  him  do  this ;  let  him  accept  what 
they  offered.  Was  it  much  which  he 
sought  ?  Let  him  not  reject  that  which 
lx)th  parties  acknowledged  to  be  good, 
because  he  was  unable  to  obtain  that 
which  they  never  could  concede  without 
dishonour ;  he  might  then  indeed  arouse 
the  land  he  loved  to  the  consciousness  of 
her  true  strength,  and  not  risk  the  danger 
of  awakening  her  to  madness. 

Lord  John  Russeli  rose  for  the  purpose 
of  explaining,  the  hon.  Member  having 
somewhat  irregularly  alluded  to  what  he 
(Lord  John  Russell)  had  been  reported  to 
have  said  in  the  debate  last  evening.  He 
was  not  to  be  held  responsible  for  any 
words  attributed  to  him  in  the  columns  of 
a  newspaper  not  published  with  the  sanc- 
tion of  that  House.  He  was  not  going 
over  the  ground  anew;  perhaps  he  had 
representeil  his  own  opinions  imperfectly, 
but  what  he  meant  to  state  last  night 
was,  that  his  sentiments  were  in  accord- 
ance with  thofie  which  had  been  stated  by 
Archdeacon  Paley. 

Mr.  Madman  said,  he  had  made  the 
quotation  from  The  Times^  as  embodying 
his  own  recollection  of  the  noble  Lord's 
speech. 

Viscount  Morpeth :  Having  had  but  too 
frequent  occasions  to  deliver  my  sentiments 
on  this  question,  I  feel  that  I  should  have 
little  excuse,  and  still  less  temptation,  for 
again  presenting  myself  to  the  House,  were 
it  not  for  the  desire  I  have  to  answer  any 
objections,  as  well  as  to  remove  any  mis- 
apprehensions, which  appear  to  me  to  have 
arisen  in  the  course  of  the  debate.  I  do 
not  feel  myself  at  all  constrained  to  enter 
into  any  controversy  as  to  the  general  prin* 
dple  upon  which  this,  as  well  as  every 
other  proposal  of  appropriation,  rests.  We 
make  no  secret  of  that  professing  principle 
— we  avo#  at  once  that  it  is  our  intention 
to  act  up^  it ;  and  whether  the  burthen^ 
which  it  has  been  both  graphically  and 
rhetorically  represented  to  entail  upon  us, 
be  liffht  or  heavy^  at  least  we  make  no 
oomplaiiit  of  it,  and  it  baa  not  yet  broken 
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mental  reduction  in  tbe  incomes  of  tbe  future  consideration^  should  the  cireum^ 
clergy.  As  my  noble  Friend  has  truly  said^  stances  of  the  Churchy  either  in  England 
the  value  of  land  in  several  parts  of  Ire-  '  or  in  Ireland,  invite  it.  Passing  to  that 
land  is  very  different;  in  the  north  it  '  part  of  the  Bill  which  relates  to  tne  future 
is  worth  twenty«fivef  twenty -eight,  and  distribution  of  Church  property  in  Ireland, 
thirty-one  years'  purchase,  which  would  I  may  say  that  I  last  night  felt  myself 
only  give  the  respective  values  of  four,  '  greatly  relieved  at  the  very  mitigated  tone  of 
three  and  a-half,  and  three  per  cent.  We  *  opposition  which  I  thought  I  perceived  in 
have  each  of  us  one  object  in  common,  ;  the  speeches  of  my  noble  Friend  and  other 
which  is,  to  provide  that  the  clergy  should  .  Gentlemen  opposite,  in  comparison  with 
be  a  resident  clergy ;  and  if  it  were  re-  !  the  mode  in  which  my  Bill  of  last  year  was 
solved  upon  to  assign  a  certain  portion  of  treated,  and  in  comparison  with  the  mode 
land  to  the  clergyman  by  way  of  redemp-  '  in  which  the  noble  Lord's  own  measure  on 
tion  for  the  rent-charge,  that  land  should  the  subject  of  Church  temporalities  was 
be  within  the  bounds  of  his  benefice—  !  treated  by  the  House.  It  is  true,  that  one. 
another  condition  which  would  enhance  '  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  described  the 
the  difficulty  of  a  general  investment.  '  present  Bill  as  having  been  drawn  up  by 
Aeain,  we  wish  to  relieve  the  mind  of  the  j  the  arch  enemy  of  mankind,  but  it  was  some 
mmister  of  religion  as  much  as  possible  compensation  to  find,  that  other  hon.  Gen- 
from  the  uncertainty  and  expense  which    tlemen  were  not  quite  so  hard  upon  me. 


would  thus  be  attendant  upon  the  collec- 
tion of  his  income ;  and  with  that  view  we 


The  two  prominent  grounds  of  objection  to 
this  measure  appear  to  be,  first,  the  number 


provide  that  a  certain  amount-  should  be  ;  of  real  Church  purposes  which  are  at  pre- 
given  to  him  on  a  particular  day.  If  he  ,  sent  incomplete,  and  which  it  is  urged  must 
is  converted  into  a  landowner,  it  is  im-  i  be  fully  accomplished  before  we  can  make 
possible  to  predict  what  may  not  be  the  any  transfer  of  a  surplus  for  the  purposes 
conflicts  which  will  take  place  between  of  education ;  and  secondly,  the  aUeged  low 
him  and  his  tenantry ;  moreover,  he  will :  average  of  income  which  we  assign  lo  the 
be  exposed  to  all  the  casualties  of  bad  '  clergy  of  Ireland.  In  reference  to  the  sub- 
seasons, — alterations  in  the  market  prices ;  '  ject  of  the  first  of  these  objections,  the 
from  all  which  the  Bill  I  have  introduced  ,  number  of  real  Church  purposes  which  are 
will  rescue  him  now  and  for  ever.  It  thus  left  incomplete,  I  may  state  that  a  number 
secures  him  from  the  risk  of  improvident  of  returns,  which  have  been  moved  for,  I 
tenants,  who  might  deteriorate  his  land,  \  have  not  as  yet  been  able  to  lay  on  the 
and  throw  it  upon  his  hands  compara-  ',  Table  of  the  House,  as  there  has  not  been 
tively  valueless  and  unproductive.  By  the  \  sufficient  time  to  make  them  out,  but  I 
scheme  of  my  noble  Friend,  persons  who  am  in  no  degree  fearful  of  the  strictest  in. 
are  liable  to  the  rent-charge  may  enter  quiry  which  can  be  made  upon  the  subject : 
into  an  agreement  with  the  Ecclesiastical  •  there  is  no  part  of  the  matter  from  which 
Commissioners  :  but  these  Commission-  :  I  wish  to  shrink.  Our  great  argument 
ers,  however  competent  for  their  employ-    lies  in  the  fundamental  maxim,  the  right* 


ment  they  may  be,  will  have  to  deal  with 
those  .  minute  and  complicated  questions 
which  have  been  encountered  by  the  Board 
of  First  Fruits,  and  which  have  been  often 


ful  tenure  of  property,  and  we  hold  that 
we  stand  equally  unassailable  whether  upon 
an  arithmetical  balance  sheet  or  upon  the 
great  fundamental   principle  upon  which 


found  to  impede  them  in  making  the  pur-  |  we  proceed.  As  I  have  said,  the  specific 
chases  which  they  were  desirous  of  effecting.  '  returns  moved  for  upon  this  subject  have 
Sometimes  the  persons  with  whom  they  i  not  as  yet  been  made,  but  I  may  observe 
would  have  to  deal  would  not  have  the  '  that,  formerly,  the  Board  of  First  Fruits  in 
fee-simple  of  the  lands — they  would  fre-  Ireland,  and  the  vestry  cess  there,  were 
quenlly  meet  with  leases  on  lives  renewable  intended  to  provide  for,  and  did,  to  a  great 
for  ever,  by  which  clergymen  would  be  extent,  provide  for,  many  real  ecclesiastical 
frequently  exposed  to  much  loss ;  because,  |  purposes ;  and  that  at  present  the  "  gf  ne- 
on each  renewal,  it  is  customary  to  impose  '  ral  fund  "  arising  under  the  Church  Tem- 
a  considerable  fine.  All  these  difficulties  poralities  Act  is  made  applicable  to  the 
taken  into  consideration,  I  do  not  say  might  following  purposes  :— 
not,  in  time,  be  obviated  and  surmounted ;  "  1 .  To  provide  thiogs  necessary  for  the 
but  I  think  it  advisable  not  to  embarrass  celebration  of  divine  service  in  the  church 
the  question  with  any  proposition  for  re-  or  cha|)e!  of  every  parish, 
demption   at  present,  but  reserve  it  fori      '*  2*  To  pay  all  parish  clerks  and  sextons. 


inTi         77^0*  .md  aSmttk.        ffT^UlKlXS}    rTftkmi.)—itAi.  TUm     I 


To  ''ofrUT  •!»   iniii— of  t-wiMfag, ;  ■^irig—t  I 


V 


" '*.  To  .'»«?«;ini»nt  <fiintl  i vines  t*  OOiV.  .  i»f '.Uoliin.  mnmitiac^i  .'tis/.,  'laa 
nm*  :>nfwrm.  ^fi«l  ^a  :>iirrti;i4ie  lirni^  and.  iihrn  ^fnamcoAed  x  xmk  'he  firlse  ifili 
i^mf   Ar  '»«vifflimt#4  '^«niHii*f*«.  "iocs  ^ar  rll«  ^miKBaion  "t    taocter  -^bibp^ 

•"f  To  'Himivnwii^  ^hi»    tr  :iiitfnaii  .»r''iii*if  [MUCculOTsiiin.  -hat    ^r  ^1irwt«iiiFrii. 

jirmTHmn*   "f  *!«<»  Hftifl  Art.  '  bn   -jtf  :w»  x'CBifft    -«   'hat  *.«tiea  H 

*' ".  To  'Mf^v  "Im  *^ii«w«ir»f  *!•« r4*«i» «  I  iviuwaUvKS  larroiMBieRti.  nor  *» f^i 

f^Uqfoi9#r«i   .«vwi  >t'  'he  :  nULUit  anaiiiir  *'vam.  ^fae 

'«  ^.  To  irovM**^  *nr  tlw'  nttwifwnmr*    f'   nvealamm  :a.«fiiclLot  -he 

}rr9»rr  i«jiiK«ni*nt,  miter  inr  ^tatntew  iaar,    -wil    »  VnnHl  ^'nr'^im^  laif-i 
i«  rf>r>^«^Mi*.  r*nW  I  (^aiifiAe  ;>nt  tbink  *hat    '.'ctr.  n»T  ^je  "airtr 

*  *  •  •  • 

fh^'  «rf»  ^#»h  .Mt  tA  ^tfiH^fr  Imiv.  M«mbRT '  TaaiciiiQ^    ia   all.    rbr    fhs- 
tH^    b^rpat   jFWTVw^PW  of 'the  Chnrrh  ir^    42,J0'.»/. ;     but    thia  i§ 

r«  'MTf  of  fli*»  cmirrt>s  of  rerHme  of  t\m  pernettntieg  ^miita  *'ka  n 
R^H  nf  Pir^  Fniil«.  ^rhirh  jt  mer^^  .a  ^vhe«  i-he-  rfeoaa  la-aR  •iiat :«»  'esa-x 
a^wf b^^  H^WfH.  'm*f  of  tli#  vwifrv  rei»,  vrhirh  'inur  I  tin,  i :?  I  /.  hai  beor  realimi  mmm  -{sm 
it  ;#i^«lvM,  tW  l^^ifttitmin tHitt  fWCMWire  ^lavre aiooa  to  •-he  -astk  .^ar^  '< 
f1>ofH0»t  f?t  fo  proWH^,  (W  tW  ^«Me  pwv  •  mtbm  rha*  lart^  nw>' 
p<v«^  tn  '<^h}#*h  "fi^flr  hA4  lwW!n4>irB  »i-^  xmamAm  tha  C 
m*fni«*f?yf*f|y  ntU*^  ar^lesiiMtirai  tcamnv^,  that,  indeed,  in  *'faefr 
xrW^H,  thof»jj^  f1»Ay  ohrimwljr  ronlii  nut  TeareniiiB^.^nCW^  li*?o.  rl 
f5if  n  ^ft*vlf?TfiW<»  rtm#'  meer  th«  pHrpMna  -  iiad  onir  9oid  d^Hjl,  ir  wiD 
f5>f  ^hf^H  t>v*y  ^**T**  fl^?sp»«H,  vrftlwnt  a»-  •  ^firai^tthattfai99eaxcefif^iKamais! 
jJHtifo/'^  from  fh^  pnhHn  fv«w»irv.  trill  le-  tbatit  will  isotraprdlrezxlar^  Iltia 
roMmjif  f/>  r-flrot»t?on,  at  a  t^itiim  pmnrl  neamnafaietDrsiirTxiaxefiHaj 
f«»^H**"  jf  /•or>«»Mpr?»l»l*»«nr])hw»,  My  nohle  of  income  irnm  thja  -somce  imJuig.  *itt  oib- 
Pi-J^ffff  oppo«f?tP  )?f«<t  nitfJif  ^itt^,  fhaf  fhft  -icnt  r^par  :  bet  riiar  hn^  hcpH  «mrrtv 
x^-hoM  am^KOMt  of  p^mj«rw»nt  imv>me  ^hidi  ovwiookefi  hy  my  nobie  FricfaL  F  wifl 
fh*^  r>*nmf«ioftAr^  Hh/I  *t  fh<?ii'  rti^poMtiAfi  rwwr,  with  the  permiaston  -if  the 
fo  m^^t  th^  pfrm*ti*»i>t  pTfjiwwtiture  of  priiefed  m  piaogtJeariy  ^leiiga  rhaM  *im 
f\f)C\^><yf,^  .fr,if  }>i',t  ?0,000/.  ft  i«  tme.  that  ^tateof  the  prospects  oV  The  !Tind.h7 
Q'iAWf  i«  t}»4»  »monnt  rAportect  60  have  the  amonnf  of  the  liimia  in  ciK  hnaiaiif  the 
fx^/'n  »t  thf*  ^fflp<»^l  of  rhi»  CommiMiaaefa  erdraiaadcal  CommisBlooersy  wfaea  .if/  tiia 
|j?»<f  V'^ftJ',  ^»t  my  noKle  Pi-Tewt  aroitterl  tr»  sniirnnsi  of  rBvcxnie.  is  (Tontenpiated  br  the 
m»l<*"  /fTiy  mention,  as  perhaps  he  ought  tn  Church  T^nponilities  Act.  the  ^hUw*^ 
h^vf*  4o'.<»,  of  %  hat  :»a«  orwirred  ^fince  last  meat  Act,  and  thenrcsent  T:tl»  BHI.  dkail 
^^<«Ton.  Tvro  Uuhopricsi  hare  since  fallen  have  been  realized;  contraBted  with,  ti&e 
V}  n'<iw»ly..  rKnory,  fn  cbe  amonnt  of  wnrnea  fjf  revenue  eftimated*  bw  EjkC 
.%./Or>A  ;  ar.d  r,irk  to  flic  anMnmt«>f  4,.'I00/. ;  •  Gn»y,  to  arTs»e  iiDcier  the  Clnirdi 
foffcther  7  .Si.o/.  MoreoFcr  rfae  preaeot  raiitxt:^  Act  alone,  aa  follows : — 
I'i'^hop  of  Perrw  and  Osaoiy  has  become  1  c^Tr-rw  rsTrFmcuiTTsa  \r^  *  ♦^'▼Tt."' 
HuhfA  f/>  the  tax,  on  Micceeding  to  the  tenw  |    *'^"^"  "  "  ?^-^*^  jii«rj.p  ur«*  c* 


1 .  P'TniBeip  •"!♦'  Mipfimivft 


por^litiea  of  the  «e  of  F^ras  on  the  demise _ 

of  the  late  Biphon.     The  tax  on  eodeai-  ■■»»»««  u»*  .ri«»rti»e       "..         ..  *■     ^       «.  *i 

atfical   henelices   riteii    by    the   Commi:^  v.  :>i*.i.n«  -an  nst^uo^tM,  :^p^jaak^  rw- 

«ci4»ni»r8   last  ve:ir  at  T3o«,,  ha»   bttju    :n-  •ie«M'»itepn  «:jr»                      .             .       r-so 


■.\      U      .IfU.    »-ll   »     .•    ■•-•t*-*!**^  »  •  -'  « 


rr/'aitefi  bv  the  Bi^iiop  *it  IvillalMV  bet:*>tuinc: 

also  jwihject  thcnr^N   4tul    bv   iha   sevenu       *'   ""'^  **  -*   -'  -^^  -  *^'^  «»•'«».  • 

I;ist    vear.     Th«    C\>mi«is?«iouv*ts,  iu  tl  nr 

Repi>rt   to  the    1^  v»f  Au^iusi   la^t,  <f;iie     ••  •    *    "  »-•««*•«• tim.i..  ►..  ♦.•.^r 

also,  that  III  a{»|^MuttMv4UNo4  v'(i<<>  '«»  toi-w 


^•.WUV  *    4,  -  .  •        .'t         «1       i^     ^    '   •  ♦»      H     !.* 
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nddM  IhtrMf,  MDouuiog  to  £lfiSOfiOO,  will 
al  tiw  nil«  of  €4  per  cent,  prodaee  an  annual 
fMMatol  iiiiii,«aabuva  aptcifkad. 

S.  iDconN  of  beoeflcea,  auspendcd  onder  the 
■mi*eelebratioii  aenrire  clause,  for  the  tiiree 
yvaia  to  Fehrvaryi  Sl||$,       •       •       .       . 

II,  AOT  TO  ALTBK  AMD  AMINO  CaVftCH  T|M- 

poRALiTfia  Act,  4  &  5  Will.  IV.  ch.  go. 

g.  Trom  S8  dtgnitlet,  without  cure,  and  49  pre* 
Wa4«,  withMt  eore  of  fouls,  after  deductlaiK  the 
expenses  of  collection,  and  making  other  atmte* 
menta  and  dcdoctions         .         .         .       .        • 

M.B.  This  Act  (irovldes  that  in  the  case  of  any 
person  holding  any  dignity  or  office  under  tte 
rank  of  an  arehUskopriek  or  bishoprlok,  and  net 
having  core  of  souls  in  any  parish  appropriated 
thereto,  the  appointment  to  such  dl^ty  or  office 
may,  OB  the  next  avoidance,  be  sospeinwd,  which 
is  the  case  of  the  aforesaid  %  dignities  and  49 
prebends  ■  •  •  • 

III.  TB«  FasaSMT  TlTRB  Bill.. 

10.  The  77th  Clause  saves  existing  interests, 
bat  vests  the  property  belonging  to  nlaor  canons 
and  viean  choral  io  the  I^eelealattlcal  Coaimis- 
sioners  (some  of  which  oflloes  are  reported  by  the 
revenoe  eonmissloners  to  be  complete  sineenres) ; 
and  after  providing  for  such  of  these  oflkes  as 
have  dalies,  and  are  ^leceasary  to  be  upheld,  au- 
thorises the  anrploa  arirfng  from  ■nefi  esUles, 
aoonntingto  an  entire  sam  of  £122,694,  to  be 
carried  to  tlie  general  fund,  which  surplus  is  esti- 
mated to  anooBt  to. 

11.  The  79th  Clanse  provides  that  the  sinecure 
tithes  disappropriated  from  alt  dignities  (hav- 
Img  cm*)  amy  Insttad  of  being  given  to  the  vleara 
or  perpetual  curates,  if  otiierwise  sufficiently 
tadowed,  be  carried  to  the  general  fond,  under 
the  aiknlaistrntiott  of  the  EccMasUstical  Commis- 
liuners ;  tlie  , revenue  arising  from  which,  after 
asahliv  all  necessaiy  doducnona  and  ftbttcnMnlay 
Uaatimatod  to  aoMMBt  Io        •        •        •         • 


Nil 


S,000 


jeiaObMO 


4A)0 


6,aoo 


ieia9»i40 

I.  Cbusob  TiwpomauTiu  Aot.  3  At  iWiU. 

IV.,  ch.  97. 
tUvmues  a*  estimated  b$  Burl  Grey  to  arise  from— 

1.  Produce  of  suppressed  sees  £80^7^0 

9*  RednctioQ  of  the  hishopriek  of  Deny,  im- 
mediate  and  prospective  -  ff,100 

5.  F>itnre  reduction  of  Armagh  see  •  4,A00 
4.  Gtebe-bouse  loan  instairaenu,  repayable  for 

the  next  15  years 8,000 

A.  Tax  on  eontlnulng  bishoprics          •            •  4,600 

6.  Tax  on  ineumbeuts  of  benefices  41|a00 
'  7.  Interest,  at  £4  per  cent.,  on  £1,000,000, 

to  arise  from  the  sale  of  perpetuities  40>000 

N.B.  Under  the  Church  1  eraporalities  Act  the 
eodesiastical  commi»ioners  have  the  power  of 
applying  tho  |Hliicipal  arising  from  these  sales  to 
meet  their  present  exigences,  which  precludes  the 
p«MwlbUI^  of  realising  eventually  an  annual  per* 
nanent  income  from  this  source. 

8.  Income  of  benefices  suspended  under  the 
■on^edebration  service  clause,  for  the  three 
years  to  Fehniaiyi  3853       .....       Kil 

II.  Act  toAltxk  and  AmbnuChuiioh  TiKroBAtiTua, 
Act  4  and  9  Will  -  IV.,  ch  pO. 

O.  Kot  provided  for  under  the  Churdi  Tempo- 
raOtiesAct.  •  .  •  . 


III.  Trb  Pbisxmt  TirHs  Bill. 

10.  Not  provided  for  under  the  Church  Tem- 
poraliti^  Act.        .... 

11.  Not  provided  for  under  the  Church  Tempo- 
ralities Act       .       * 


KU 


VII 
Nil 


£lSft,S40 


itewiMs  m»  eentemiplalfd  to  arise /^em  the  comr 
blued  provisions  0/  the  Church  Tentyoralities  Act,  the 
Amendmeut  Act^  and  the  pretemt  Tithe  BtU,  amount 
to  1.19.(40^. 

ArPMCATION  09  THIS  aaVSNOB. 

The  charges  which  the  forrgoing  niml  ori.'t9,l40j.ls  designed 
to  meet  will  be  as  follow:  — 

1.  When  the  churches  »haU  have  been  put  into 


complete  repair,  the  ecclesiastical  commisaionera 

report  that  tnefbmrc  repair  of  them  wilt  require 

an  annual  sum  of    .  .  . 

Other  expenses  fonnerly  defrayed  by  vestry 

cess,  they  state,  will  require 

a.  Expenses  of  tlic  Curomlssion       .  , 

S.  Interest  un  :  00,000/.  advsnred  the  Kcclcsias- 

tleal  C^MDmissioncn  in  way  of  loan«  at  4  per  cent 


4.  Building  of  cfaurchea,  M  estimated  bylarl 
Grey       ..... 

5.  Building  of  glebe-hoases,  as  estimated  by 
Eari  Grey  .  ,  .  . 

6.  To  repayment  of  the  loan  of  100,000/.  by 
annual  instalments,  Am-  the  next  five  yean,  of 


There  will  remain,  therefore,  to  meet  d«flci- 
enciea  in  the  items  as  above  speeifled,  which 
mnst  Increase  as  the  building  of  chiirches  in- 
creases ;  for  the  otiier  objects  of  the  Commission } 
and  for  the  additional  clerks  which  the  ecclcshs- 
tt&il  commisslonprs  arc  atifhorlsctl  to  employ  to 
carry  the  provisions  of  the  Tithe  Dill  Into  eflhct, 
a  n;8idue  of  .  •  •  . 


£i5fiOb 

35,000 

10,000 

4,000 

£74700 

20,000 

10,000 

90.000 

£l«4,000 


15,140 


£i^9>l40 


Revenues  as  coHttmpUUed^  by  Earl  Qrea^  to  arise 
from  the  provisions  of  the  Church  Temjioraiities  Act 
aiame  amommt  to  1A6.440I. 

AVrtlOATION  or  THia  RBTSlfOB. 

The  charges  which  the  foregoing  ftand  of  155gB40l.  was  d^ 
signed  to  meet,  are  stated  by  Farl  Grey  to  be  as  fultuw:— 

t.  The  Church  cess,  including  the  repairs  of 
ehardies,  estimated  at  480,008 

8.  The  angnieotati<m  of  small  livings  10  800/. 
each        .....         46,500 

S.  The  bnlldlngof  churches,  being  the  average 
expenditure  of  three  preceding  years  .  80,000 

4.  The  building  or  glcbcvhouscs,  which  his 
Lordship  considered  very  necessanr,  as  not  one 
half  of  Ihe  benefices  were  provided  therewith 


5.  The  expenses  of  the  Commission,  estimated 


at 


There  remained,  tlierefore,  to  meet  daftden- 
cies,  in  tlie  amftunts  as  above  estimated,  and  for 
the  other  objects  of  the  Commidslon,  a  residue  of 


10,000 

4186,500 
6,one 

£142,500 
19,SI0 


£155,840 


being  nearly  2^000/.  a  year  less  than  we 
now  calculate  on.  The  characteristic  and 
distinguishing  feature  between  the  con- 
templated measures  and  the  provisions  of 
the  Church  Temporalities  Act  is,  that  the 
necessity  of  appropriating  46,500/.  for  the 
augmentation  of  small  livings,  as  contem- 
plated under  the  Church  Temporalities 
Act,  will  not  arise  under  the  provisions  of 
the  proposed  Tithe  Bill ;  so  that  not  only 
a  larger  residue  will  remain  for  the  build- 
ing of  churches  and  glebe-houses,  and  the 
other  objects  of  the  commission,  but  a 
provision  is  made  for  enabling  the  com- 
missioners to  repay  the  debt  of  100,000/. 
due  bv  them  to  the  publia  When  I  have 
said  that  the  noble  Lord  opposite  has  dealt 
rather  hartlly  with  his  own  measure,  I  feel 
that  in  one  respect  I  am  bound  to  defend 
that  measure,  as  well  as  the  commissioners, 
because  it  must  be  remembered  that  when 
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founded,  the  defecta  are  principally  owing 
to  Protestaotg  haviog  withdrawn  from  tin 
management  of  tlie  echools,  and  from  the 
very  inadequate  ujeans  which  the  Coco- 
rniBBioiiers  as  yet  have  had  of  proriding 

froperly  instructed  teachers  for  the  schools, 
have  reason  to  think  that  sereral  of  the 
stateniente  which  have  been  put  forth  u 
to  the  working  of  the  sTstem,  are  very  hi 
from  well-founded.  I  have  heard  to-day, 
upon  authority  on  which  J  can  rely,  that 
one-twelfth  of  the  schools  in  Ireland  are  in 
the  Protestant  county  of  Antrim,  and  one- 
fourteenth  in  the  Protestant  county  of 
Down.  This  I  am  quite  ready  to  admit, 
that  if  the  Legislature  cnnaents  to  enlarge 
and  extend  the  syateni,  and  if  grounds  of 
complaint  and 'suspicion  should  exist,  thea 
it  will  be  quite  fair  to  expect  that  Gorem- 
ment,  or  tlie  LegiBlature,  should  institute 
the  most  searching  ioijairieQ  into  the  sub- 
ject. The  other  prominent  ground  of  ob- 
jection to  the  Bill  appears  to  be  the  alleeed 
low  arerage  amount  of  income  proposeato 
be  assigned  by  the  Bill  to  the  fatore  paro- 
chial dergy  of  Ireland.  Upon  this  point 
I  will  first  obserre,  that  I  certainly  feel 
that, if  I  could  put  all  antecedent  and  8ur> 
rounding  circum stances  aside,  I  oouM  go 

Suite  along  with  the  noble  Lord  and  his 
lends  in  their  wish  to  divide  the  whole 
Church  revenue  of  Ireland,  nay,  twice  as 
much,  if  there  were  twice  as  much,  among 
its  clergy.  As  far  as  my  mere  personal 
inclinations  are  concerned,  1  should  be 
quite  willing  to  make  the  dergy  of  Ireland, 
present  and  to  come,  as  well  off  as  myself, 
as  well  off  as  their  learning,  refined  habits, 

Erivate  excellence,  and  amiability  merit; 
ut  what  we  have  as  legislators  to  consider 
is,  the  circumstances  of  the  case,  the  pre- 
sent state  of  Ireland;  and  the  question, 
therefore,  comes  to  this,  do  the  incomes 


they  began  their  operations,  ther  found  an 
arrear  of  vestry  cess  for  the  last  three 
years — payments  evaded,  it  should  be  re- 
membered under  the  glorious  system  which 
my  nohle  Friend  has  since  taken  under  his 

frotectioQ.  After  the  statements  which 
have  laid  before  the  House,  I  feel  my- 
setf  in  a  position  to  contend,  that  by  the 
operations  of  the  present  Tithe  Bill,  the 
financiul  concerns  of  the  ecclesiastical  com- 
missioners, and  the  objects  contemplated  by 
the  Churcli  Temporalities  Act,  are,  to  say 
the  least  of  it,  in  no  degree  deteriorated  or 
injuriously  affected.  My  opinion  is,  that 
they  will  be  considerably  aided  and  im- 
proved by  this  Bill.  With  that  Act  this 
Bill  in  no  way  interferes,  eccept  to  im- 
prove it.  Indeed,  so  strict  is  the  absti- 
nence from  all  interference,  that,  where 
funds  are  still  to  be  deducted  fiom  sine- 
cure dignities,  we  do  not  propose  to  carry 
this  new  surplus  to  the  consolidated  fund 
for  the  purposes  of  education,  but  they  are 
to  be  carri«I  to  the  account  of  the  ecclesi- 
astical fund.  If,  therefore,  after  meeting 
the  prindple  of  the  Church  Temporalities 
Act,  the  Legislature  thinks  it  can  find 
fiirther  surplus  revenue,  it  is  quite  right 
to  inquire  whether  or  not  a  more  rational, 
a  more  equitable,  or  higher  purpose,  cannot 
be  answered  in  a  fresh  distribution  of  that 
Borplus.  I  say  this  because  I  feel,  that 
whereas  one  set  of  tiurposes  prorides  only 
for  the  wants — ana  most  important  ond 
most  indispensable  wants,  I  fiilly  admit 
them  to  be— of  a  certain  set,  or,  if  you 
like  the  term  better,  of  a  segment  of  the 
population — the  other  set  of  purposes, 
without  excluding  that  segment,  provides 
for  the  very  important  and  indispensable 
wants  of  the  whole  population.  It  was 
with  this  feeling  that  I  heard  oue  par- 
ticular part  of    the    speech  of  my  hoa. 
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Without 

any 

Protestants. 

Where  the  Protestant  population  does  not  exceed,  or  is  less  than,      1 

5 

Persons. 

10 

Persons. 

15 

Persons. 

20 
Persons. 

25 
Persons. 

Class  I. 
41 

Class  II. 
20 

Class  III. 
23 

Class  IV. 
31 

Class  V 
23 

Class  VI. 

27 

With  respect  to  the  forty-one  benefices  in 
the  first  class,  no  plea  of  necessity  can  be 
advanced  for  upholding  any  of  these  bene- 
fices, in  which  there  is  not  a  single  Pro. 
testant ;  neither  can  it  be  contended  that 
the  necessity  arises  in  regard  to  the  twenty 
benefices  in  the  second  class,  of  which  one 
contains  only  a  single  Protestant,  seven  of 
them  only  two,  three  of  them  only  three, 
six  of  them  only  four,  and  three  of  them 
only  five  Protestant  individuals.  And  with 
respect  to  the  remaining  four  classes  of 
benefices,  if  they  be  considered  as  consisting 
not  of  individuals,  but  of  families,  and  each 
family  to  consist  of  Protestant  parents  and 
two  or  three  Protestant  children,  the  third 
class  of  benefices,  as  aforesaid,  would  con- 
tain about  two  Protestant  families;  the 
fourth  class,  about  three;  the  fifth  class, 
about  four ;  and  the  sixth  class,  about  five, 
or,  at  the  most,  six  Protestant  families. 
Now,  if  such  be  the  existing  state  of  things 
in  Ireland,  it  is  submitted  that  the  neces- 
sity would  not  arise  of  establishing,  in  any 
of  these  benefices,  or  any  like  them,  a 
church,  glebe-house,  glebe,  and  resident 
minister,  for  the  accommodation  of  two, 
three,  four,  ^ve,  or  even  six  Protestant 
families,  vaiying  in  number  from  ten  to 
twenty-five  Protestants,  when,  by  the  an- 
nexation of  such  benefices,  or  a  part  or 
parts  thereof  to  the  church  of  an  adjoining 
benefice,  as  local  circumstances  may  render 
most  advisable,  and  the  contiguity  of  the 
Protestant  inhabitants  may  require,  the 
spiritual  wants  of  the  Protestants  may,  by 
such  annexation,  be  more  conveniently, 
and  therefore  more  effectually,  provided 
for  than  by  the  erection  of  a  church,  and 
the  location  of  a  minister  in  an  extensive 
parish,  where  the  few  Protestant  families 
five  at  a  remote  distance,  it  may  be,  from 
one  another,  scattered,  as  it  were,  over  a 
large  extent  of  territorial  surface,  which, 
in  Ireland  is  not  unfrequently  the  case;  it 
being  remembered  that  the  question  of 
contiguity,  and  all  other  local  circum- 
stances of  the  Protestants,  convenience  to 
the  Church,  &c.,  are  proposed  by  the  Bill 
to  be  referred,  in  the  nrst  instance,  to  the 
Ecclesiastical  Commissioners  for  their  Re- 
port, and  afterwards  to  the  Ecclesiastical 
Committee  of  the  Privy  Council,  for  their 
VOL.  XXXIII.  {£ii} 


adjudication  thereupon;  and  this,  not 
merely  upon  the  next  vacancy  of  each  and 
every  benefice,  but  upon  every  vacancy  in 
future,  should  ulterior  circumstances  re- 
quire the  bounds  and  limits  of  the  benefices 
to  be  modified  and  altered.  If,  therefore, 
the  number  of  benefices,  as  at  present  ex- 
isting in  Ireland,  be  1,385,  and  thereason*- 
ableness  of  the  preceding  observations  be 
admitted,  there  are  no  less  than  165  bene- 
fices  contained  in  the  six  classes  of  benefices 
I  have  referred  to;  so  that  if  1,385  be  re- 
duced by  l65,  there  will  only  remain 
1,220  benefices,  for  which  provision  will 
require  to  be  made  by  means  of  a  church, 
glebe-house,  glebe,  and  resident  minister. 
But  as  some  of  the  benefices  consist  of 
unions  of  two  or  more  parishes,  and  as  the 
parishes  forming  these  unions,  may  from 
their  extent,  require  to  be  erected  into  two 
benefices  instead  of  one  (as  is  the  case  at 
present),  the  convenience  and  contiguity 
of  the  Protestants  to  their  respective  places 
of  worship  being  duly  considered,  provision 
has  been  made  for  the  founding  of  1,250 
benefices,  conceiving  that  it  maybe  ad« 
vantageous  to  subdivide  some  of  the  ex- 
isting benefices,  and  to  erect  new  ones. 
The  details  of  the  proposed  1,250  benefices 
with  the  average  amount  of  clerical  in- 
comes under  the  present  Bill,  will  be  as  I 
shall  now  describe.    There  will  be 

Gj5  benefioef,  eooUiiiinc  more  than  fifty  and  lets 
than  five  htiodredProtcatanti*  to  etch  of  which 
may  be  asrigned  an  income  of  2001.,  arising 
ftt>ni  rent  charge,  and  45/.  ariaing  from  thirty 
itatDte  aerea  of  glebe,  valned  atSOt.*  per  acre; 
thereby  making  the  groaa  income  reqaired  for 
benefices  of  this  dlass  amoant  to— 

Rent  charees«..i£lS5,000 


Glebe  lan< 


rges.tti 

DOS.ti* 


ao.srs 


Total    ..  ..     £165,373 

811  benefices,  containing  more  than  600  and  less 
than  1 ,000  Proteaunts,  to  each  of  which  may  be 
assigned  an  income  of  SOOl.  flrom  rent«charge, 
and  451.  fhMu  thirty  statntA  acres  of  glebe 
▼aloed  at  dOs.  •  per  acre ;  thereby  making  the 
gross  income  required  tor  benefices  of   this 

class  amount  to— 

Rent  charges. •••••£63,300 
Glebe  lands 9*^ 


•  • 


Total 

igo  benefices,  containing  more  than  1,000  and 
less  than  3,000  Protestants,  to  each  of  whidi 
may  be  assigned  an  income  of  4001.  firoro  rent 


£n,l95 


*  The  valne  of  the  glebe  lands  is  taken  at  30f .  per  sUlnte 
acre,  as  the  glebes  to  be  assigned  the  riergy  will  consist 
wholly  of  profitable  land,  rent  free,  which  b  about  the 
average  acrcable  value  of  the  profitable  glebes  In  Ireland  at 
present. 
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th»i  ce,  4nd  i.si.  fVoM  tkktf  MaM«  mem  of 
tlrt«r»  valatnl  m  tirK>iT;  lWrrvl>y  nukinf  the 
i;i\g*  tncivtiH'  rroiit  \h1   tor    bMiilitH   of  this 

G«rlt«  Im^ B-.V^O 


Tv<-1 


tvs—  "VIM  «,A»  ^*    «  .       '\MB    V 
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if  tbe  average  net  inooiBei  of  the  Eagiiih 

det|^  be  struck,  after  deducting  the  stipends 
paid  their  curates,  it  wiH  only  amount  to 
244L  15s.  Sd.,  instead  of  285^  as  aheadj 
mentioned ;  while  the  net  inoomea  of  the 
Irish  clcr<^  will,  after  deducting  the  pitv 
portion  cf  atipeiid  parable  to  the  corates 
bv  the  incumbents,  avenige  at  288/.  l6f. 
Sd,,  under  the  proposed  Tithe  Bill. 
There  is  another  feature,  toufhing  tbe 
diaracter  of  the  rerenues  of  the  Englidi 
cler^nr,  as  compared  with  those  of  the 
Irish  cltTgT,  under  the  iirupuaed  Tithe 
Pi!\  descrnng  of  spedid  notioe.  Tbe 
ElE|:!:>h  C«.>mn!issdaDen  report,  **  that  the 
pewjmts  Live  been  treated  as  ecclesas- 
ti.-il  rtTr?:T3e,  althcnch  a  Tvriahle  aaid  un- 
ctttuia  stxirce  of  income;  that  in  diose 
I  cx>  v««,i»v«-«ikj«.  4*i(  M<«c.M-MaA^.^.^...^f^<«.T^-    Ikt'c^j^s  wbijh   cf  late  Tcan  *■— w^  intn 

•>o  vS  ^  .^v  'i:  :V  ivvr^tj>.»  ret  ^rv^^ac  ^f    ex-^i^^  rrier  the  Cli::irh  BuOfing  Acts, 
b"--,  3»:*U  ask!  >•  tot?*  ?^'«^r-s<'Hi  «*  tx"  ^T.'c^ 

"•^     -v*    'V^v-   >v>.  xV        V       V*.       -^  j.>.    >£     "X 
- -^ »>»•>*-.>.'   X  A.«\.v>s  i*.  X    X  <v»'^     »       -'^«.       X 

"*"^    **^   -  "**   *  •»  -  •s^    ■  ^  ■*  ■    -'x^   . » ■  -w  ^.\    .?»■ 

-V-.x    ^x>   »--.    X     -S-«^.       v^    <fc.,      ^  ^  .^    -iV* 
"•^^     :  s^v**.^*.   .V    .X    **^    .vl    ...--- ^-    ^      iX 
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exhibits  fees  payable  at  visitations.  Im^e  - 
pendently  of  the  excess  of  the  average 
gross  and  net  incomes  of  the  Irish  clergy 
under  the  proposed  Bill,  over  and  above 
those  of  the  English  clergy,  under  the  ex- 
isting regime,  if  the  certainty  of  tho 
amounts  of  income,  and  of  regular  peri- 
odical payments  of  the  Irish  clergy  be 
alone  considered,  they  are  of  themselves 
most  important  advantages,  which  cannot 
be  lightly  esteemed,  and  which  ought  not 
to  be  underrated  in  the  eye  of  the  clergy, 
the  Legislature,  and  the  English  public. 
In  reference  to  Scotland,  I  have  not  been 
able  to  procure  such  precise  returns,  as  to 
the  average  incomes  of  the  Scottish  clergy, 
as  those  which  I  have  stated  from  England^ 
and  Wales,  and  Ireland.  I  have,  however, 
ascertained  that  the  incomes  of  the  Scottish 
clergy  vary  from  170/.  to  240/.  a-year.  I 
will  now  proceed  to  make  to  the  House  a 
statement  of  the  average  of  population,  and 
number  of  benefices  :  — 


certain  time  in  each  year,  the  Irish  clergy 
will  be  entitled  to  receive  from  the  Eccle- 
siastical Commissioners  a  warrant,  expres- 
sive of  the  amount  of  rent-charge  payable 
to  them,  regulated,  no  doubt,  according 
to  the  provisions  in  such  case  made  and 
provided ;  a  day,  as  convenient  as  may  be, 
after  the  Ist  of  January,  in  each  year,  will 
be  appointed  and  notified  for  discharging 
these  warrants  at  the  Bank  of  Ireland; 
and  until  they  shall  be  discharged,  the 
warrants  will  bear  an  interest  of  l|d.  per 
cent,  per  diem,  on  the  several  sums  therein 
expressed ;  and,  lastly,  the  only  deduction 
to  which  incumbents  of  benefices  created 
under  this  Act  will  be  subject,  will  be  6d. 
in  the  pound  on  the  amount  contained  in 
the  warrants,  as  it  is  intended,  as  part  of 
the  proposed  measure,  to  exonerate  the 
clergy  from  all  other  charges  and  out- 
goings ;  such  as  glebo-rents,  schoolmasters' 
salaries,  expenses  of  collection,  procuration 
fees,  synodals,  &c.,  save  and  except   the 


Ekolavd  akd  Wales.— Population  . .  14,500,000 

Popolatioo. 

Number 

of 
Benefices. 

Average  of 

Souls  to  each 

Benefice. 

Dedoct  for  Dissenters,  &c.,  one-fourth  3»625,000 

10,875,000 

10,718 

1,014 

The  Bishop  of  London  slates  the  num- 
ber of  (he  Established  Church  as  three- 
fourths,  Lord  Grey  thought  it  much  less. 

Scotland.— No  deduction  is  made  . . 

2,500,000 

900 

2,770 

Presdytceians— ULSTEa—- CThe  gross  number  in 
Ireland  is  643,366)           

500,000 

200 

2,500 

Established  Cbuiicq  in  Ireland      

653,064 

1,250 

681 

The  following  will  show  the  general  results  of  the  foregoing  statement : — 


Benefices. 

Of  Income. 

Population. 

Acres. 

SqaareMiles 

Rncland  and  Wales  ..••••••••«. 

10,718 

900 

200 

1,250 

£.285 
240 
155 
295 

1,014 

2,770 

2,500 

681 

3,460 
21,048 
15.903 
10,000 

5 

Scotland ••••• ••••• 

32 

Presbyterians  of  Ulster      

Established  Church  in  Ireland  .  • . 

40 
25 

Thus  the  Irish  clergy  will,  by  the  proposed 
Bill,  he  paid  better,  nnd  huve  less  duty  (o 
perform,  than  the  cler^  in  any  other  part 


of  the  empire.  It  appears  by  the  Report  of 
the  Public  Instruction  Commissioners,  that 
there  are  in  Ireland  852,064  members  of 
2  Y2 
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the   E«tah)ished   Church.     Proyision  has 
hf'^n    fiukde    for    1,401    incumbents  and 
riirate^  of  parochial  lienefices*     Rejecting 
fractions,  there  will  be  one  minister  for 
ev^ry  .071    Protestant  individualu,  exclu- 
sive of  Highops,  ami  other  dignitaries  of 
the  Church :    anrt   ^iipposint^  each  family 
to  conAi.<^t  only  of  Protestant  parents,  two 
ProteRtant  rlnUJrPn,  and   one  Protestant 
{Servant,  there  will   he  a  minif^ter  of  the 
f  church  for  every  1 14  Protestant  families. 
Now  I  think   that  these  are  very  fair  and 
valid  founds  for  ar^iin^that  the  amount 
of  the  income  enjoyed  by  the  cler;;^y  of  the 
Kstahlinhcd  Church  in  Ireland,  consider- 
ing the  far  iexs  extent  of  their  duties,  and 
the  comparatively  limited  number  of  their 
flocks,  should  not  amount  to  as  much  on 
an  average  as  that  of  oUier  established 
churches,  where  the  duties  are  more  oner- 
oo«,  and    the  numl)er   of  the   flocks    is 
fP'eafer;    bat    in  my  much   abused   and 
calumniated  Bill—- in  the  Bill  drawn  up 
hy  the  arch  enemy  of  mankind-^'n  my 
Bill,  so  reprobated  by  the  Hon.  Member 
for    Oxford,    the    amount    exceeds    the 
averag^e    amount  in   any  of   the   other 
churches,  while   th«  extent  of  the  duty 
will  be  less,   and  there  will   also  be  a 
grestt  deal  less  of  inequality  in  the  distri- 
bution of  the  income.     I  do  not  speak  of 
th«  Catholic  clergy  of  Ireland,  because  it 
TS  well  known  ro  the  House  that  they, 
like  most  other  T)issenters,  receive  nothing 
nt  all  from  (he  Htate ;   but  when  we  are 
t^»l<l  with  so  much  perseverance  of  our 
rii^f^rardly  denlin^  with  the  ministers  of 
the  C Gospel,  I  think  it  is  not  quite   fair 
Ut  put  out  of  consideration  that  of  those 
ministers  of  the  Gospel  who  have  most 
of  work  on  their  bands,  to  them  both 
this  si<)e  of  the  Mouse  and  the  other  side 
are  content  to  assign  nothing.     I  do  not 
know  whether  there  are  any  other  material 
points  which   I   have  not  noticed.     My 
noble  Friend  stated  as  a  great  reason  for 
not  alienating  any  surplus  from  the  imme- 
difife  uses  of  the  Established  Church,  that 
there  are  505  benefices  in  Ireland  without 
f(l(!t>es.     He  states  the  number  of  chapels 
and   churches  at  1,594,  and  says  we  are 
reducing  the  benefices  to  1, 2.50.     Now 
this  includes  the  whole ;   and  it  is  known 
that  there  are  only  1,177  parishes  in  Ire- 
land which  have  churches.     As  regards 
Ihe  arrangement  of  the  benefices,  a  dis- 
cretion is  proposed  to  be  vested  by  my 
noble  Friend  in  the  Privy  Couucil.  We  have 
endeavoured  to  frame  our  measure  so  as 


to  make  it  as  little  ofifkuive  as  pasMhte  ui 
the  Protestants  of  Ireland.     We  propose 
to  refer  to  the  judgment  of  a  Cammittee 
of  the  Pnvy  Cauncil«  to  be  appointed,  not 
by  the  I^rd-lienteiant  of  Ireland,  but  by 
!ii8   Majesty,  he  being  the  head  of  the 
Church,  and  we  have   limited  the  mem- 
l)eni  of  that  Committee  to  memfaera  of  the 
Established   Church  ;    whereas  my  noble 
Friend   proposes,  in  certain  ^^ases,  to  vest 
the  same  responsibditv,  nctt  in  a  Cammit- 
tee— not  in  a  Selected  Committee — but  in 
the  whole  Privy  Council.     The  Ecclesi- 
astical Commiaaioners  are  to  make  their 
Report  to  the  Privy  Council,   and  that 
Privy  Council  may  at  any  time  enoast, 
not  exclusively,  as  now,  of  memben  of 
the  Established  Church,   but  even  of  a 
majority  of  ELoman   Catholics.      By  the 
way,  as  re^rda  the  inveatmait  of  so  mnch 
authority  in  the  higher  functionaiies  of 
the  state,  the  recent  proceedings  of  our 
opponents  have  shown  they  do  not  enter- 
tain so  very  sensitive  a  feeling  on  that 
subject  as  was  represented.     My  noble 
Friend  referred  to  some  parishes  as  an 
illustration  of  the  working  of  the  Church 
Temporalities*  Act ;   and  among  others, 
my  noble  Friend    described   the   Fiicall 
Union  as  eonaiflting  of  six  pariaheSy  having 
a  Protestant  population  of  1,115  peiaoos, 
with  five  clergymen,  and  a  joint  income 
between  them  of  about  315^     Now,  it  is 
true  that  this  Union  does  consist  of  six 
parishes — that  its  total  population  is  1,115 
Protestants — that  there  is  a  vicar  and  four 
curates — but  instead  of  the  income  being 
315/.  a-year,  the  income  u  no  less  than 
1 ,800/.  and  upwards ;  for,  exclusive  of  the 
315/.  arising  from  tithe  compositions,  there 
are  no  less  than  2,039  acres,  plantatMHi 
measure,  in  this  union,  viz. — 593  acres  in 
Lynally,  528  acres  in  Killagfaey,  453  acres 
in  Ballyboy,  465  acres  in  Drumcnlleo  and 
Eglish  parishes.  But  observe,  that  instead 
of  this  being  a  joint  income  between  the 
five  clergymen,  the  whole  of  the  revenoe 
is  taken  by  the  vicar,  who  pays  75/.  a-year 
to  each  of  bis  four  curates.     And  what 
effect  will  the  provisions  of  the  Tithe  Bill 
have  on  this  union?  It  will  be  competent, 
if  deemed  advisable,    to   erect    each  of 
these  parishes,  with  the  exception  of  one, 
which  has  not  any  church,  into  a  sepante 
benefice,  and,  as  each  of  the  four  bene- 
fices will  then  contain  more   than 'fifty* 
and  less  than  500  Protestants,  to  assign 
to  each  incumbent  an   income   in   oeo^' 
charge    to    the    amount    of    200/.   p^^ 
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annum,  and  in  glebe  land  to  the  amount 
of  46/.,  so  that,  instead  of  one  incumbent 
swallowing  up  all  the  revenues,  there 
will  be  four  incumbents,  whose  joint 
income  may  amount  to  980/.  divisible  in 
equal  portions,  and  which  will  be  an 
arrangement  far  more  eligible,  both  for 
the  ministers  and  the  Protestants,  than  the 
existing  one.  My  noble  Friend  described 
the  Archdeaconry  of  Dublin  as  consisting 
of  the  parishes  of  St.  Peter  and  St.  Kevin, 
having  a  population  of  10,114,  and  in- 
cluding three  perpetual  curacies — Rath, 
farnham,  with  a  population  of  890;  St. 
Mary  Donnybrook,  with  a  population  of 
3,500 ;  and  Taisney  with  a  population  of 
895;  making  a  total  of  15,599  members 
of  the  Established  Church  ;  that  is,  a  be- 
nefice employing  sixteen  clergymen  and 
eleven  churches,  and  yet  it  is  treated  as  a 
mere  single  benefice  by  myself.  Why,  it 
is  true  that  it  has  been  suffered  to  con- 
tinue as  a  single  benefice  up  to  the  present 
time ;  but  this  is  one  of  the  very  points 
which  the  Ecclesiastical  Committee  of  the 
Privy  Council  will  have  to  take  into  con- 
sideration, namely,  whether,  it  should  be 
suffered  to  continue  a  single  benefice,  or 
whether  a  more  eligible  distribution  of  the 
component  parts  of  it  might  not  advan- 
tageously be  made  ;  the  present  Bill  pro- 
poses to  correct  the  very  abuse  which  has 
been  suffered  to  exist  up  to  this  moment, 
of  which  my  noble  Friend  complains,  and 
to  do  that  with  the  roost  advantage  to  the 
Protestants,  due  regard  being  had  to  the 
ministerial  duties  of  the  future  incumbents, 
to  assign  them  a  provision  suitable  thereto. 
The  whole  emoluments,  arising  from 
minister's  money,  tithes  and  glebe,  are 
taken  by  the  archdeacon,  who  pays  to 
each  of  these  sixteen  curates  a  stipend  of 
77/.  per  annum  ;  not  one  of  these  curates 
are  perpetual  curates,  as  my  noble  Friend 
conceives,  they  are  mere  stipendiary 
curates ;  and  by  them  the  whole  duties  of 
this  extensive  benefice  are  discharged, 
the  archdeacon  himself  having  another 
benefice  in  the  county  of  Kildare,  where 
he  resides  for  the  most  part ;  and  with 
respect  to  this  benefice  the  Committee  of 
Council  will  have  the  like  power,  as 
before,  of  considering  whether  a  more 
eligible  arrangement  might  not  be  made, 
and  of  apportioning  the  income  of  the 
several  incambents  in  regard  to  the  duties 
which  they  may  have  to  perform.  An- 
other case  which  my  noble  Friend  cited 
fPM  tbo  tQwo  gf  Belfaati  a  liogle  parish 


containing  17,942  Protestants,  while 
the  income  derived  by  the  incumbent  is 
just  300/.,  and  no  more.  Why  this,  and 
all  other  city  benefices,  are  the  very  cases 
to  which  the  provisions  of  the  Tithe  Bill 
so  peculiarly  apply.  Should  the  remission 
of  30/.  take  place,  the  incumbent  of 
Belfast  would  have  only  210/.  a  year,  and 
yet  be  obliged  to  support  two  curates ; 
and  supposing  each  curate  to  be  paid  the 
legal  stipend  of  75/.  a  year  each,  all  the 
incumbent  would  have  for  himself  would 
be  60/.  a  year  ;  whereas,  under  the  pro- 
visions of  the  Tithe  Bill,  the  Committee  of 
Council  may  and  ought  to  assign  him  the 
maximum  income  of  500/.  rent  charge,  and 
45/.  glebe ;  and  besides,  they  ought  to 
allow  him  a  stipend  of  75/.  for  each,  and 
as  many  curates  as  they  may  consider  so 
large  and  important  a  Protestant  popula- 
tion to  require;  so  that  the  income  of 
this  benefice,  instead  of  being  210/.,  with 
two  curates*  stipends  to  be  provided  out 
of  it,  of  75/.  each  ;  the  benelice  ought  to 
he  made  worth,  as  the  Bill  provides,  G95/. 
— viz.  545/.  to  the  incumbent,  and  75/. 
to  each  of  his  curates,  the  incumbent  pro- 
viding the  remaining  25/.  to  each  curate 
out  of  his  own  income.  Now,  there  is  a 
plea  which  is  consistently  brought  forward 
against  all  our  proceedings  and  all  our 
arguments,  the  force  of  which  I  do  not 
mean  to  evade,  which  is,  that  the  necessary 
effect  of  our  own  principles  and  of  our 
own  reasoning  is  to  forbid  us  to  stop 
where  we  are,  and  to  carry  us  on  nuich 
further.  I  never  have  assumed,  in  arguing 
on  this  question,  that  our  measure  meets 
the  whole  case  or  sounds  the  entire  griev- 
ance ;  but  I  do  say,  that  in  a  state  of 
things  such  as  is  here  before  us,  we  have 
to  deal  with  affairs  extremely  involved, 
complicated  and  disordered  ;  we  have  to 
deal  with  a  state  of  things  of  long  pre- 
scription and  practice,  surrounded  with 
difficulties,  which  in  some  way  or  other 
must  be  met,  and  we  come  forward  to 
suggest  that  which,  according  to  first 
principles  and  strict  reasoning,  may  not  be 
quite  regular  and  right;  but  we  suggest 
that  which  appears  to  us,  under  all  the 
circumstances  of  the  case,  as  an  available 
compromise  and  a  reasonable  adjustment. 
For  this  we  are  met  with  an  angry  outcry 
and  a  long  resistance — for  this  are  we 
subjected  to  the  imputation  of  every  con- 
ceivable base  motive,  and  are  charged  with 
an  unworthy  subserviency.     Thus  it  is 

that  we  »rQ  ariveni  by  \h^  force  of  pece»» 
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^t*'  M.  )i(.tl'CioIciiCf-.  ami  ill  viudtoatii/ii  oT,  cticuiy.  I  never  pretendol  that  if  wf 
uu!  u\Mi  ciiaraci^di  and  cufiduci,  tc  siaK*  I  succtvdctl  in  carry otg  tim>,  or  any  sbnikr 
the  wlioit  cakf*.  I  ivil!  quou*  lien-  v  ^  uit'ii^urc,  it  muftt  liavf  the  efieet  of*  puttiiig 
).'<tb.«it^(  iioiij  a  quarler  nio9i  unfileiHlly  {  dmvn  all  ofiposition,  tfaftt  it  would  secuse 
K>  our  own  vie4^'.  TU  lust  Quarter  it'  ,  uxjiverail  ai*quiflKenoe.  or  tiua  it  wouM 
/wV.y  i<;tf  1.V  guod  eitow^li  to  retiiti<U  lut  tba'  !  pr*ivi:ni  all  iuturc  a^dtation  of  this  suh- 
wc  uavc  *'»gTitUi\  lelmii  for  U-  '  pati:,iirs: '  .kci.  No,  iiir;  in  luitliing  bimnin  nm  we, 
iii  lielaud.  jiie:»oiitiu^  liit   lesuU  wtiabiieu    ^  ilan;  wc.  wiy  that   om  proceeding  shall 

hv  (iual.     It  15  only  for  mt:  W  dechne,  tiuit 
siomc  such  measure  aesnas  to  lie  imperatiTdy 


ill  tlitti  siiiipi^  siaitiuicui^ 


Aor«. 


Ftuuisum'  iiiJifiet'  properly  2.1»*A  i.T  |  t^idit-d  fm"  by  tlje  cixeumstancoi  of  the  times, 

K»iiiai  t^Htlioitc  .  Ti.-io-j  '  aud  to    ofiur  the  best    prospect  of  ^ving 

J  luur^Ltiii  iith<»  composHiur.  ^«2,5:tl  s^  ,|. !  j^^jg  ^y  ^1,^  coirnnimitVj  and  of  gupport- 
ivuitiaii  uniioiic-  .  i>,iJ.J7    ^    :;    i„^.  ti,e  Established  Churdi.     T-ookinp  lo 

If  tbe^t-  roiufuf  prt^seul  any  fl))})ru&i[uutioii  <  tht  past  hifltory  of  thk  qtmction,  locking 
to  tin:  trutli,.  tht.'  ProLcstaut^  possesa>  luurt  u]«)  to  the  ]TreKeiit  state  of  Ireland,  I  can- 
than     uiueteeu-tweutieLhs    of    the    wbolt    not  escludt  frmn  hit  mmfl  the  ciinvictiiin 


rta^  property  irf  tbe  oouotry;  and,  we 
rt  ally  boliove  iiotwitlistaudiug  the  lowne^s 
0i    their  nuuibert^.  they  posscat*'    niodesdy 


that  the  Church  of  Ixelanfl  can  Ic  flain. 
taiued  in  its  present  extent,  and  on  its 
}fieseTit  fotitiQ|:,  only  hy  bloody  and  that  is 


cool  ill  ueg  the  Kc  viewer,  "nearly  the  same  I  a  price  too  costly — ]  will  oint  sty  for  Ae 
proportion  <if  every  guuliiy  whicb  tiHJSti-  '  trmhs  of  relifijion  or  far  tlie  gniuuds  rf 
tutotJ  superiority  uino'^v  tnauJand.*'  Now,  ■  ittlrh — J  will  not  so  hhifg^cme  the  me- 
K  I  leave  the  i>r<»perty  and  uoaie  to  the  .  niojy  of  the  confesscirs  and  the  mHrtri* — 
^pulatiott    4if    Irehuid,     I    liod   th«t  the  '  it  is  a    jtrit-e  too  costly,  not.  for   lEKgimi, 


|X>pulution  is  T-9*-^/XK>,  and  thai  tJit 
inofuWrt;  <rf*  the  KsUibdsUud  Church  atjwunt 
to  >iOU,<yj^.  W'tll,  then,  hix,  for  whom, 
(*>r  what  €]ft$s  is  it  ib»t  the  Slate  pro- 
vides «j>irit'jal  iostriu-ti*^  and  spirit  uaJ 
comfort?  'Iljat  the  State  oousidere  the 
tipi litual  intir^iicikoa  and  eouifort  nf  that 
clA^  e^seiuiai,  the  exit^terice  of  an  £«lah' 
lished  Church  k  the  best  proof;  but  I 
ask  agaiii^  ^or  whom  and  for  what  is 
the  provision  riMuie?  Is  it  not  for  the 
nroperty,  fiPT  the  oercs,  tajr  ilie  mauston- 
house,  for  t}»^  rkh,  for  tliis  (ew?  and  is 
Dot  the  nrovisuw  made  in  such  a  way  as 
Ui  \m  of  no  avail  to  the  poor,  to  the 
fnihin,  to  tha  many,  to  tha  people?  Can 
I  wimdar  that  such  a  stata  of  things  has 
hcen  a  source  of  great  dissatisfaction? 
Can  I  wonder  that  such  a  stata  of  things 
is  at  tliis  moment  a  sourca  of  trouble  to 
uuf  Can  I  wonder  that  such  a  state  of 
tilings  has  lirought  tlie  Established  Church 
into  a  posithiu  of  dei^ided  danger?  And 
when  we  come  forward  and  show  our- 
selves willing  to  lend  our  best  assistance 
to  rcmuva  Uie  most  obvious  points  of 
wcukuussj  to  strengthen  those  parts  which 
atturd  the  greatest  facilities  ror  attack—- 
wlien  we  rt^cummcnd  Nteps  to  be  taken 
for  uonuuntrnting  the  natural  strength  of 
the  fitadul,  then  the  cry  of  treachery 
is  raiHud  i  and  we,  who  offer  ourselves  as 
auxiliaries  anil  friend*,  find  that  every- 
thing imssible  is  done  by  the  party  whom 
we  are  ready  to  defendj  to  confound  our 

0X9Vliun«  with  ih«  uoohiaaiigus  of  the 


but    for   an    eRtahliidnn€Tit — not    for   the 
spirit,  hut  fur  the  farm  cf  wrmiAnp-    The 
lesiraed  and    refhicsd  hahits  of  the  cfagy 
no  one    is   leas   dif^xMod   tiian   sayself  to 
dejiretiaite ;  tvo  one  is  snare  disyosed  tiuB 
Bsraelf    t»  axibrd   theai  eray  pnssiljle  eo. 
coura^remcnt  on  a  more  fatipiiiotts  aoil; 
hut    latuated    as   the   Chnrdi   of  Iidand 
now  is — viewing  her  is  what  I  consider 
her  oKnst  favourable  aspect,  and  with  the 
eyes  only  of  a  Protestant  and  a  chordi- 
uian — seated  as  she    is  upon  a   height  in 
the  midst  of  an  unfriendly,  a  hostile  land 
— 'holding  out  the  beacon  oif  Goqiel  truth 
to   t1)ose,  from  error,   whom  she  oonsideis 
in   darkness  •— knowing    that  she  is  sur- 
r<Hinded  by  a  people  by  whom  her  eveiy 
iniperfection  is  scanned  with  the  severest 
criticism— -and    by    whom    every    penny 
which  goes  to  her  support,  is  beheld  with 
envy  and  reluctance  by  a  population  which 
neither    professes  her    doctrines    nor  be- 
nefits   by    her   services,  I     say,   for  the 
benefit,  for   the  success,  and  perhaps*  for 
the  existence  of  a  Church  so  constituted, 
it   is   not   enough   that    she   should   put 
away  from  her,  as  she  has  already  done 
to   some    extent,  the  pomp  and  trappings 
of  her  altars,  or  the  luxuries  of  her  pre- 
lates and  her  ministers,  but  that  she  cannot 
hope  to  retain,  either  with  consistency  or 
with  safety,  more  of  her  present  revenues 
than  is  sufRctent  to  secure  the  due  admi- 
nistration of  the  offices  of  piety,  and  to 
invite  to  her  ministry  men   who  will  be 

attracted  mi  oonstrained  to  &e  task  ly 
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the  love  of  it>  and  by  no  other  motives  superseded.  In  this  respect,  the  present 
whatever.  The  Bill  I  have  introduced  j  Ministerial  Bill  is  a  great  improvement 
to  the  House  has  it  in  contemplation^  and  upon  that  which  was  introduced  last  year  ; 
will  I  believe  be  founds  in  its  effect^  to  because  that  contemplated  a  very  large  sup- 
accomplish  these  salutary  objects,  and  pression  of  benefices.  The  Bill  of  this  year 
therefore  I  invite  a  full  consideration  of  it.  j  does  not  propose  to  establish  a  limitation  in 
As  I  have  before  intimated,  I  tender  it  to  the  extent  of  the  benefices,  but  it  provides 
the  House  as  a  palliative  of  serious  evils,  that  all  Ireland  shall  be  divided  into  bene- 
which  the  substitute  proposed  by  my  noble  ;  fices,  with  a  clergyman  of  the  Established 
Friend  is  not,  because  it  leaves  the  same  !  Church  attached  to  each.  In  this  point  the 
evil  so  long  complained  of  still  in  existence : '  two  Bills  differ  only  in  detail ;  in  principle, 
1  tender  it  as  a  compromise  of  the  most  they  agree.  The  second  point  is  one  in 
enormous  difficulties,  which  the  substitu-  which  the  same  principle  is  contained  in 
tion  of  my  noble  Friend  is  not,  because  it  both  Bills — ^that  the  tithe  shall  no  longer  be 
makes  no  compromise  at  all,  but  insists  collected  by  the  tithe-owner  from  the  occu« 
upon  retaining  the  funds  of  the  Church    pier  of  the  land.     There  is  some  difference. 


exclusively  for  Church  purposes;  I  tender 


however,  in  the  details ;  his  Majesty's  Mi- 


it  as  an  acknowledgment  of  the  considcra.  nisters  proposing  that  the  rent-charge  into 
tion  due  to  the  bulk  of  the  people  of ;  which  the  tithe  is  to  be  changed,  shall  be 
Ireland,  which  the  substitute  of  my  noble  thirty  per  cent,  less  in  amount  than  the 
Friend  cannut  be,  because  it  leaves  their  grossvalueof  the  tithe,  and  my  noble  Friend 
wants  and  wishes  totally  out  of  the  question ;  determining  his  rent-charge  upon  a  rcduc- 
-— I  tender  it  as  what  it  ought  to  be,  as  tion  of  twenty-five  per  cent,  of  the  gross 
what  I  hope  it  is,  and  as  what  my  noble  value  of  the  tithes.  There  is  a  further 
Friend  is  equally  desirous  that  his  should  <  reduction  common  to  both  measures,  which 
be,  an  humble  instrument  of  subordinately  is  that  of  two  and  a-half  per  cent.,  to  be 
contributing  to  a  zealous  and  cfhcient  ad-  .  allowed  by  the  clergy  in  consideration  of  being 
ministration  of  the  Protestant  religion,  and  relieved  from  the  cost  of  collection.  The  third 
to  the  still  higher  objects  of  general  charity,  '  point  is  the  income  of  the  clergy.  On  this 
piety,  and  faith.  I  point  my  noble  Friend  says,  he  thinks  that 

Sir  James  Graham :  I  rise  to  address  the  ,  the  Church  Temporalities'  Act,  introduced 
House  on  the  present  occasion  with  the  |  by  the  Government  of  Earl  Grey>  has  not 
greatest  degree  of  diffidence  and  reluctance ;  I  been  sufficiently  carried  into  execution, 
diffidence,  because  all  that  ingenuity  can    and  that  he  is  willing  to  introduce  a  mea- 


devise — all  that  industry  can  accumulate — 
all  that  can  be  urged  in  argument — and  all 
that  eloquence  can  pour  forth  upon  this 
subject — has  been  exhausted  in  the  course 


sure,  providing  that  on  the  next  voidance  of 
each  living,  where  the  gross  income  exceeds 
500/.  a-year,  the  Ecclesiastical  Commis- 
sioners shall  report  the  same  to  the  Privy 


of  the  debate ; — reluctance,  because  I  feel  ;  Council,  who  shall  be  empowered  to  reduce 
that  I  am  addressing  a  House  which  is  !  it  to  the  amount  of  300/.  a-year.  In  the 
spell-bound  by  foregone  conclusions  to  a  .  two  first  points  the  diffi^rence  is  merely  as 
course,  which  my  sense  of  duty  will  not  to  matters  of  detail ;  in  the  third  point  the 
allow  me  to  pursue ;  a  course,  too,  in  which,    difference  is  one  of  principle,  arising,  as  I 


according  to  my  judgment,   in  a  critical 


conceive,  from  the  determination  of   his 


juncture  of  afikirs  like  the  present,  it  be-  Majesty's  Government  to  act  upon  a  reso- 
comes  imperative  upon  the  House  to  pause,  lution  which  was  adopted  by  a  small  ma- 
to  reconsider  it,  and  to  reverse  their  de-  jority  of  this  House,  "  that  no  settlement 
cisions ;  although  I  am  far  from  being  so  \  of  the  Church  Question  could  be  considered 
sanguine  as  to  expect  that  the  division  of   as  final  and  satisfactory  which  should  not 


this  night  will  prevail  upon  them  to  do  so. 
In  point  of  principle  there  is  not  so  much 
difi^rence  between  the  two  measures  before 


provide  for  the  education  of  the  people  of 
Ireland,  without  reference  to  differences  of 
religious  creed."     In  consonance  with  this 


us,  as  there  would  appear  to  be  from  the  heat  |  resolution,  they  have  framed  a  measure  pro- 
and  earnestness  with  which  the  question  has  viding  for  such  a  distribution  of  clerical 
been  debated.  My  hon.  Friend,  the  Mem-  '  income  as  may  secure  a  surplus  for  that 
ber  for  Weymouth,  has  shown  that,  in  three  '  purpose  ;  but  my  noble  Friend,  bound  by  no 
most  prominent  points,  although  the  mode  such  restraint,  looks  only  to  the  necessities 
of  effecting  them  varies,  the  two  measures  of  the  Protestant  Church,  and  provides  such 
themselves  are  almost  identical.  The  first  a  distribution  of  revenue  as  will  conduce 
of  these  points  is^  that  no  benefices  shall  be   to  the  benefit  of  those  who  embrace  the 


I  do  not  mfj  that  it  is 
rnHdj,  fer  die  fwnefit  af  tfae  tiiiiiiili/ 
dui  CIunBck  -  but  I  do  fl^  tbat  it  is 
vested  in  the  hoMtdacfthe  Omiyliy 
fiir  die  apotanl  benefeof  de 
hatf  of  Iielaiid  ;  and  as  lon^  as  any  of 
dauBS  flve  c^Bsatisoeu*  &  eaBflcud  ttaail 
wubet  and  ^"^Rwgf  a£  ^jg^ 

pupoiatuxi  afe  not  to  be  fimmiited  in 
<iiatfiwUjuB.gi  A'  I  ge  fiirdier', 
dzBt,  efCA  'HHJfiewiiig  tbn  iaOMxaXiao.  o£ 
pcnpertjant  to  be  fisr  die  best  ofall 

npiietj'  oC  dlveiliii^ 
mixU  nat  be  IS  d>e  kait 
I  leoMBberi 
flefiveren  b^  a  dialuigBdkcdy  bnt 
Friend  af  omi^  So 
■  die  rigte  af  feopertj^. 


tbe 

ofic 
die 

de 

it 
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erei!d  of  that  ChtitcH  ;  anil  in  Aoiag  so,  be 
pmceeds  apon  die  principle  diat  die  gsom 
iaeMoe  d  die  Cbonb  a  not  too  lar^  fer 
die  wants  of  dioae  wbo  bebmg  to  it,  and 
flia^  be  so  disposed  of  ftr  dieir  benefit  as  to 
ka^e  no  soiqplna  wbatever.  Tbexe  is  a 
fmrdi  poioe,  wbich  relates  to  die  acbemes 
pwjjetftBd  1&C  tbe  edncatxon  of  die  IriA 
feopie,  en  whidi  die  noble  Lord  basnelf 
appears  to  have  sone  scrapie  ;  §at  he  9af% 
tkot  if  it  abonld  be  necessary  to  call  spon 
thai  Ilousie  for  si  Itt'JS^  anntiai  supply  from 
tfe  poMie  fioRBd^  uat  tbere  nay  be  ao 
SMseb  doisbc  as  to  die  mode  in  wbich  it  h  to 
be  ndamMlefed,  dM  be  dmld  tbink  it  to 
be  eewsiiitgpt  wkb  bis  dsty  to  ssofe  for  a 
prefiucH  iiMjuff  J .  It ovr,  ase  we  to  tnidcsp* 
staod  dttt  be  hm  pwen  noottdi  sodi  an 
in^foify^  Isy,  tntbeisboandtodo», 
becaiMe  tbos  BSl  tabes  oot  of  tbe  Coaaaii' 
dated  Fond  w  leai  tbsi  SOflM,  a-ynr— 
avrplos  or  so  sorploSy  ineonte  or  no  tneoase 
— -md,  dierelbre,  aecotding  to  bis  own  ad- 
wmkm,  tbe  eircomitancea  are  sncb  as  to 
demand  ioqoiry.  I  bave  beard  it  broadly 
stated,  tbat  tbe  CoDimianonerB  bave  come 
to  an  understanding,  tbat  tbe  education  of 
tbe  Protestants  diall  be  snperintaoMied  by 
Protestants,  and  tbat  of  tbe  Catbolics  by 
Catbolics.  I  wi^  to  ask  ibe  ncMe  Laid 
wbetber  this  be  tme,  becaose,  if  it  be,  tbe 
amnionient  appeals  to  me  an  inconsistent 
one.  It  is  ssid,  tbat  the  mast  is  performed  in 
tbe  fcboob  in  tbe  presence  of  the  cbtldren ; 
that  aome  of  tbe  money  granted  for  the 
building  of  schools  has  b^  used  in  the 
erection  of  a  nunnery ;  if  to,  these  are  facts 
of  grare  importance,  which  throw  great 
suipidon  orer  the  drcumntances  attendant 
upon  the  management  of  the  fund,  and 
render  it  neoemaiy  that  the  Houae  should 
inquire  before  it  plcidges  itself  to  any 
further  grant  of  money.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Weymouth  says,  that  my  noble  Friend, 
the  Member  for  North  Lancashire,  has  left 
totally  out  of  his  consideration  the  6|000,000 
of  Catholics  in  Ireland.     Now,  in  questions 

generally  affecting  that  country,  I  should 
e  the  last  person  to  contend  that,  rising  as 
they  are  in  power  and  importance,  they 
should  be  overlooked ;  but  I  maintain  that 
if  there  can  be  any  cose  brought  under  the 
consideration  of  Parliamenti  in  which  we 
are  not  only  entitled,  but  in  the  first  in* 
stance  bound  to  set  aside  the  feelings,  the 
wishes,  and  the  interests  of  the  Catholic 
population  of  Ireland,  it  is  one  in  which  a 
question  arises  relating  to  the  property  of 
tlio  Established  Church.  This  property  is 
•et  apATt  for  certain  exclusive  Protestant 


«"  Great  wealtb  io  tbe  bands  of  a  bad 
Buy,  by  fraud,  be  tnoisferred  to  tbe  bands  of 
a  good  laan  ;  and  tbe  ioiiBcdiate  eStet  oi  tbat 
tnuosfer  may  be  beneficial :  bat  the  rales  which 
regulate  tbe  right  of  property  are,  nevertbidess, 
weakened,  a  dangeroea  eiample  is  set,  and 
secarity  for  life  aad  property  b  destroyed." 

Now,  it  has  been  said,  in  Uns  debate,  diat 
tbere  win  be  no  scmples,  and,  diefclbre, 
there  can  be  no  robbery;  but  I  eoiHseive 
tbat  where  the  principle  itself  invoiTes  in 
it  tbe  right  of  property,  this  is  laying  down 
a  most  cumgeroos  position ;  it  is  as  much 
as  to  say^  that  if  1  find  a  man  with  bis 
hand  in  my  pocket,  aeddng  finr  my  purse, 
and  no  robbery  is  committed,— no  barm  is 
done.     The  intention  here  is  to  take  money 
which  has  been  destined  to  the  support  (^ 
the  Protestant  Church,  the  necessities  of 
which  still  require  it ;  and  I  can  only  lode 
upon  such    a    spoliation,    effected    under 
Parliamentary  sanction,  as  estabUsibing  a 
most  dangerous  principle,  and  one  totally 
inconsistent  with  the  settled  rights  of  pro« 
perty.     I  will  now  shortly  advert  to  some 
observations  of  the  noble  Lord»  the  Secre* 
tary  of  State  for  the  Home  Department    I 
agree  with  him,  that  he  takes  a  broad  viewof 
the  nature  of  a  church  establishment,  when 
he  says  it  is  not  intended  for  the  inculcation 
of  any  particular  doctrine — that  the  Legis- 
lature is  not  to  look  to  the  truth  of  the 
creed  it  professes.— [ffcflr  /  hearF]    The 
hon.  Member  for  St.  Alban's  cheers  that 
expression.     Surely,  a  Gentleman  of  his 
clearness  of  understanding  must  see,  when 
a  Church  is  established  by  the  State,  it  is 
the  duty  of  that  State  to  declare  what  the 
creed  of  that  Church  shall  be.     If  you  do 
not  do  this,  you  can  have  no  Establishment 
whiitever<<»idl  religions  are  put  upon  a  pe]>i 
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feet  equality.  In  this  case  we  must  have 
more  than  the  generalities  of  the  nohle 
Lord.  The  Legislature  must  particularize 
—must  mark  its  preference  for  some  reli- 
gion above  all  others,  and  secure,  hj  proper 
measures;,  the  peaceful  observance  of  it 
throughout  the  country.  I  consider,  there- 
fore, wat  the  State  is  bound  to  specify  and 
define  the  religion  which  it  is  inclined  to 
maintain.  The  noble  Lord  (John  Russell) 
referred  to  Paley,  in  support  of  his  view  of 
the  matter ;  but  I  do  not  think  it  is  pos- 
sible that  the  opinion  I  profess  can  be  laid 
down  in  a  more  dear  and  satisfactory 
manner  than  it  is  done  by  that  authority. 
Arguing  in  favour  of  a  Church  Establish- 
lishment,  he  proceeds  by  steps.  He  says, 
that  there  are  three  requisites  for  it :  first, 
that  there  must  be  an  order  of  men  set 
apart  for  the  offices  of  religion ;  second, 
that  there  must  be  a  local  provision  for 
their  maintenance;  and  third,  that  the 
provision  thus  made,  must  be  confined  to 
the  teachers  of  a  particular  sect ;  and,  as  if 
he  was  not  satisfied  with  all  this,  he  adds, 
*'  the  knowledge  of  Christianity  cannot  be 
upheld  without  the  clergy;  they  cannot 
be  supported  ^vithout  a  legal  provision."  I 
see  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Kil- 
kenny objects  to  this,  but  let  him  remem- 
ber that  1  am  quoting  an  authority  which 
was  referred  to  by  the  noble  Lord,  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment:—"and  a  legal  provision  cannot  be 
established  without  the  preference  of  one 
particular  sect"  So  far  the  authority  of 
Paley.  I  do  not,  however,  much  rely  upon 
it,  because  it  appears  to  me  to  be  a  self- 
evident  proposition,  that  when  a  State 
marks  out  the  generalities  of  a  Church 
Establishment,  and  maintains  it  by  a  legis- 
lative provision,  it  is  the  doty  of  that  State 
also  to  particularize  the  doctrine  which  the 
Church  shall  teach.  When  the  noble  Lord 
applied  himself  to  the  figures  of  my  noble 
Friend,  which  he  found  much  difficulty  in 
dealing  with,  he  complained  that  it  was 
unfair  to  take  an  average  which  was  found- 
ed on  the  minimum  of  the  iSill;  but  I  ac- 
quit him  of  that  unfairness,  for  the  noble 
Lord,  who  has  just  sat  down,  has  argued 
on  the  maximum  of  it,  in  a  manner  which 
would  almost  induce  one  to  believe  that 
figures  can  be  made  to  bend  either  way ; 
in  doing  so  he  has  included  a  glebe.  Sup- 
posing, however,  that  the  Government 
only  awards  the  mtnimumM  so  far  from  the 
clergyman  receiving  295/.  a-year,  which  is 
said  to  be  the  average  amount,  it  will  be 

|«du(^  bjr  two«tbir&  of  tha^  sum.    Upon 


the  average,  it  will  be  found,  that  the  bene- 
fices of  the  clergymen  in  Ireland,  by  the 
provisions  of  this  Bill,  will  be  reduced  to 
somewhat  less  than  130/.  a-year.  The 
noble  Lord  has  said,  thai  this  Bill  ought 
to  be  construed  in  the  spirit  in  which  it  has 
been  framed.  It  struck  me,  as  somewhat 
extraordinary,  that  the  noble  Lord  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  HomeDepartment 
should  have,  in  the  most  marked  manner, 
observed,  that  this  Bill  is  not  so  much  the 
BiU  of  the  Government  as  the  Bill  of  the 
noble  Lord  (Morpeth).  The  same  noble 
Lord  observed,  that  if  he  had  to  frame  this 
Bill  he  would  not  give  an  income  where 
there  were  not  fifty  resident  Protestants. 
Is  this,  I  ask,  the  spirit  in  which  the  Bill  is 
to  be  c^strued  ?  Judging  then  of  this  BiU, 
by  the  spirit  of  the  framers,  and  presuming, 
notwithstanding  the  disclaimer  of  the 
noble  Lord,  the  Secretaiy  for  the  Home 
Department,  that  it  is  to  be  construed  in 
the  spirit  of  its  framers,  I  cannot  but  re- 
gard it  with  apprehension.  What  did  the 
same  noble  Lord  say  of  the  Ecclesiastical 
Commissioners?  Why,  he  almost  accused 
them  of  malversation.  What  of  the  Church 
Temporalities  Act  ? — an  Act  to  which  that 
noble  Lord  himself  was,  as  a  member  of 
the  Cabinet,  just  as  much  a  party  as  my 
noble  Friend  the  Member  for  North  Lanca- 
shire. I  should  remark,  too,  that  that  Bill 
was  brought  in,  not  by  my  noble  Friend, 
but  by  the  present  Earl  Spencer,  and  that 
for  the  purpose  of  marking^  to  the  House 
and  the  country  that  the  Cabinet  unani- 
mously adopted  it,  and  that  each  member 
of  it,  with  the  noUe  Lord  the  Secretary  of 
State,  had  generally  adopted  it,  aad  gene- 
rally approved  of  it  I  was  somewhat  amused 
at  the  noble  Lord,  the  Secretary  of  State, 
declaring  that  althoueh  this  Bill  was 
framed  by  the  noble  Lord  ^the  Secretary 
for  Ireland — combining  as  it  does  pro- 
visions which  tend  to  reduce  the  income 
of  the  clergy, — ^yet  that  it  was  framed  at 
the  suggestion  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
the  Member  for  Tamworth.  The  right 
hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  Tamworth 
disclaims  the  responsibility  of  it  altogether. 
Nothing  can  be  more  unfair  than  to  assume 
that  an  hypothetical  ailment,  used  by 
that  right  hon.  Baronet,  m  the  course  of  a 
former  debate,  has  been  the  foundation  for 
such  a  Bill  as  this.  Looking  to  the  course 
pursued  by  the  right  hon.  Baronet— look- 
ing to  the  discussions  on  this  subject,  no- 
thmg  can,  I  say,  be  more  unjust,  than  to 
fix  the  paternity  of  the  bantling  on  him. 
The  paternity  is  not  on  this  side  pf  thf 
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House.  The  author  of  the  Rill  clearly 
sits  on  the  other  side  of  the  House.  The 
author  of  this  Bill  is  the  hoo.  Memher  for 
Middlesex.  It  was  almost  begotten  bj 
him  in  the  presence  of  the  House.  I  shall 
quote  a  paaaage  from  a  speech  of  his.  It  is 
tois:— "  I>  for  one^  see  no  reason  why  we 
need  hamper  ourselves  with  benefices  at 
aU."  That  is  simply  and  accurately  a  de* 
scription  of  the  principle  of  this  Bifl :  and 
taking  it^  mutatis  mutandis,  it  would  an« 
swer  for  the  title  of  the  Bill  itself.  But 
the  hon.  Gentleman  went  on  to  say  :— 

**  Why  not  divide  Irelaod  into  districts,  and 
allot  a  certain  number  of  men  to  afford  spiri* 
tual  consolation  to  the  Protestants  residing 
within  such  district?  Why  not  commute  tlie 
tithes^  sell  all  the  landed  property  of  the 
Church,  and  cast  the  proceeds  of  the  sale  into 
one  common  fund,  out  of  which  yon  can  pay 
the  stipends  of  the  clergy,  doing  away  with 
that  inequality  of  income  which  now  prevails 
in  the  mode  of  their  remuneration."* 

This  doctrine  is  clearly  and  accurately  laid 
down,  and,  I  must  say,  much  more  clearly 
than  the  hon.  Membmr  for  Middlesex  is 
in  the  habit  of  expressing  himself,  llie 
words  to  which  I  refer  were  used  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Middlesex  on  the  22nd 
of  July*  1885.  The  noble  Lord  complains 
that  my  noble  Friend  who  mov^  the 
amendment  has  not  sufficiently  discussed 
the  details  of  this  measure.  I  do  not  mean 
to  go  into  them,  because  the  present  is  not 
the  proper  time  for  doing  so ;  but  there  are 
one  or  two  points,  with  respect  to  which  I 
entertain  such  strong  objections,  that  I 
must  beg  permission  to  state  the  reasons 
on  which  those  objections  are  founded. 
My  first  objection  is,  that  the  Bill  goes  to 
open  all  existing  compositions  for  tithes; 
and  this  does  not  rest  with  the  Lord- 
Lieutenant,  or  with  the  Privy  Council; 
but  the  absolute  power  of  deciding  on  these, 
which  are  solemn  contracts,  is  committed 
to  the  arbitral^  and  irresponable  power  of 
the  Commissioners  of  Woods  and  Forests. 
In  settling  the  amount  of  composition,  re- 
ference is  to  be  had  to  the  price  of  com  for 
the  last  seven  years,  taking  that  of  wheat 
as  the  test  of  the  amount  of  composition  to 
be  established.  Now,  in  reference  to  the 
Returns  of  the  price  of  wheat  sold  at  the 
markets  of  Corkt  Limerick,  Waterford,  and 
Kilkenny,  it  appears  that,  within  the  last 
three  or  four  years,  the  price  has  fallen  25 
per  cent.  It  does  not  follow  that  the  price 
of  {^rain  may  not  rise ;  but  the  effect  of 
taking  this  average  will  effect  a  material 
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reduction  in  the  value  of  the  tithe.  Look 
to  what  will  be  the  case  of  a  der^gyman 
having  a  benefice,  now,  of  the~  vabie  of 
l,OOoZ  a-year.  Under  the  powers  of  this 
Bill,  his  income  will  be  reduced  25  per 
cent.  The  first  operation  of  the  Act  will 
will  be  to  reduce  the  1,000/.  to  750/. 
There  is  next  to  be  applied  the  tax  of 
32|  per  cent.;  that  brings  the  l,000i. 
down  to  506/.  Is  that  all?  Then  there 
is  the  tax  under  the  Church  Temporalities 
Act,  of  61.  7s.  6d. ;  that  brings  it  down  to 
500/.  There  are  still  attached  to  it  further 
charges,  and,  taking  them  altogether,  the 
l,000iL  is  reduced  to  450/.  9s.  6d.  I  say, 
then,  that  this  is  an  unwise  and  unsafe  pro- 
vision, and  one  which  this  House  ousht 
not  to  enter  into.  It  appears  to  me,  that 
the  powers  given  by  this  Bill  upon  the 
next  avoidance  of  a  living,  of  breaxing  up 
all  the  ancient  parochial  divisions  in  Ire- 
land, are  most  improper.  It  is  destroying 
all  the  landmarks  of  the  Protestant  Estab- 
lishment in  Ireland;  it  is  placing  every- 
thing relating  to  that  establishment  in  in- 
extricable confusion.  At  the  same  time, 
while  you  destroy  those  landmarks  for  ec- 
clesiastical purposes,  you  retain  them  for 
all  civil  purposes.  On  a  former  occasion,  1 
stated  to  this  House  that  you  cannot  safely 
change  any  of  the  limits  of  the  parishes 
unless  you  bear  sedulously  in  mind  that 
which  should  be  always  viewed  as  an  essen- 
tial point  with  respect  to  an  establishment — 
namely,  that  every  member  professing  the 
favoured  creed  shall  have  a  church  within 
a  moderate  distance  of  his  residence.  Now, 
in  the  shape  in  which  the  noble  Lord  has 
brought  in  this  measure,  I  see  no  limitation 
to  the  doubling  and  quadrupling  of  bene- 
fices. This  bnngs  me  to  a  calculation  that 
has  been  made  this  evening.  In  point  of 
fact,  there  is  very  little  di&rence  between 
my  noble  Friend  and  the  noble  Lord  oppo- 
site. The  average  amount  of  income  of 
the  clergyman  has  been  put  down  by  the 
noble  Lord  as  2951.  My  noble  Friend  putfdt 
down  as  averaging  298/.  The  real  differ- 
ence arising  upon  this  point  is  just  what  I 
have  stated.  I  am  far  from  conceding 
that  it  would  be  a  safe  experiment  to  re- 
duce the  number  of  benefices  in  Ireland 
to  1,250.  Taking  them  at  thirty  square 
miles  each,— -that  is,  six  miles  by  five — I 
think  they  ought  to  remain  at  1,385.  If 
you  admit  that,  then  your  whole  case  falls 
to  the  ground  as  to  the  surplus.  There  is 
not,  I  think,  much  difference  of  opinion 
among  us  as  to  what  the  income  of  the 
benefices  ought  to  be. .  The  real  matter  in 
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dispute  is  as  to  the  number  of  benefices^ 
and  that  turns  upon  the  size  of  the  bene- 
fices:— and  in  this  point  of  view  it  is 
essential  to  consider  the  nearest  facilities  of 
access  to  places  of  worship.  Now,  as  to 
the  Church  of  Scotland^  to  which  reference 
has  been  rnade^  I  must  observe,  that  there 
are  twenty  livings  of  which  the  income  is 
800/.  a-year,  ten  of  600/.,  ten  of  500/.,  and 
the  several  incomes,  in  short  vary  from  150/. 
to  800/.  The  hon.  Member  for  Middlesex  ad- 
mits that  800/.  is  not  too  large  an  income  for 
a  clergyman  who  has  duties  to  perform.  In 
the  Church  Temporalities'  Bill,  my  noble 
Friend  has  laid  down  the  principle,  that  a 
benefice  below  800/.  should  not  be  taxed. 
There  is  another  point,  too,  of  great  im- 
portance to  be  noted.  The  clergyman 
remains  liable  to  the  charges  made  upon 
him,  and  yet  his  income  is  variable — it  de- 
pends upon  the  best  charge  paid  into  the 
Exchequer.  In  England,  the  average  of 
population  in  the  parishes  is  upwards  of 
1,000;  in  Ireland,  681.  Now,  distance 
ought  never  to  be  excluded  from  our  con- 
sideration in  the  arrangements  of  parochial 
distribution.  In  England,  the  average  of 
acres  in  each  parish  is  8,450.  Under  the 
arrangement  of  the  noble  Lord,  the  average 
in  each  parish  in  Ireland  is  10,000  acres. 
This  is  a  most  striking  defect  in  the  ground- 
work of  the  Bill.  Documents  have  been 
laid  upon  the  Table  of  this  House  with 
reference  to  the  present  condition  of  the 
difierent  religions  in  Prussia.  I  am  at  a 
loss  to  comprehend  the  analogy  between  the 
two  cases.  In  Prussia,  no  favour  is  given 
by  the  State  to  the  Protestant  religion  above 
the  Roman  Catholic.  In  Prussia,  the  Sove- 
reign has  the  supreme  power  of  sanctioning 
the  appointments  of  all  clergymen  not 
chosen  by  himself.  Then  there  is  the  con- 
cordai  between  Prussia  and  the  Church  of 
Rome.  If  a  concordat  were  proposed  be- 
tween the  Church  of  Rome  and  this  country, 
it  would,  I  understand,  be  distinctly  dis- 
clsimed  by  the  Roman  Catholics  of  this 
country.  But  it  is  said,  that  justice  must 
be  done  to  Ireland.  Tliere  can  be  no  man 
more  sincerely  anxious  to  do  justice  to  Ire- 
land than  I  myself  am ;  but,  upon  this  par-* 
ticular  question  there  seems  to  be  a  very 
mistaken  view  taken  of  that  matter.  I  will 
say  that  the  first  claim  to  justice  is  the 
claim  of  the  Protestant  popidation  in  Ire- 
land ;  and  I  will  not  look  to  any  other  claim 
from  any  other  quarter.  I  have  endeavoured 
to  show,  that  if  we  regard  those  interests 
the  incomes  of  the  clergy  will  be  reduced— 
ts  I,  and  others  acting  with  me,  are  pre- 
PNd  to  ooDcede  tbat  they  shall  be  xeducedi 


but  not  to  too  large  an  extent.  But  then 
this  argument,  as  to  justice  to  Ireland,  how 
has  it  been  put  at  various  periods  ?  At  the 
time  of  the  Reformation  it  was  merely  put, 
as  to  freedom  of  worship,  without  any  aspi- 
ration after  office,  and  without  any  com- 
plaint of  being  precluded  from  it.  After- 
wards, "justice  to  Ireland,"  demanded  the 
abrogation  of  the  sacramental  test — then  it 
claimed  the  elective  franchb^-^then  an 
equality  of  civil  rights— ^ then  it  must  have 
Reform— and  now,  lastly,  it  has  made  a 
distinct  demand  for  the  revenues  of  the 
Established  Church.  Is,  I  ask,  the  de- 
struction of  the  Protestant  Establishment 
admitted  to  be,  even  by  many  of  those  who 
support  his  Majesty's  Ministers,  a  safe  prin- 
ciple to  be  acted  upon  ?  It  has  been  said, 
that  the  rent-charge  will  be  a  burthen  im- 
posed on  the  Roman  Catholic  population. 
It  may  be  easy  to  prove  that  the  tithes  are  a 
tax  paid  by  the  landlord ;  (though  that,  I 
will  admit,  is  a  question  of  too  great 
subtlety  to  be  discussed  on  this  occasion)-— 
and  that  an  impost  of  this  nature  must  be 
galling  to  the  people.  But  by  the  course 
which  my  noble  Friend  (Lord  Stanley)  has 
proposed,  that  great  and  cryine  evil  will  no 
loneer  be  suppcced  to  exist.  I  pressed  my 
noUa  Friend  (Lord  John  Russell)  last 
Session  for  a  Return  which  would  sum- 
marily show  the  total  amount  of  acres  in 
Ireland  which  would  be  subject  to  the  com- 
position, and  the  number  of  Catholics  and 
Protestants  having  the  first  estate  of  in- 
heritance. That  would  place  the  question 
in  a  clear  light,  and  at  once  remove  all 
doubt.  But  not  having  been  able  to 
procure  that  Return,  I  am  obliged  to 
argue  from  the  relative  numbers  of 
Catholic  and  Protestant  landlords  as  they 
stand  with  respect  to  one  of  the  dioceses  of 
Ireland— -Kilmore.  In  that  diocese,  the 
number  of  acres  amounts  to  857>000 ;  and 
of  these  there  are  only  6>000  acres  of  which 
Catholics  have  the  first  estate  of  inheritance. 
The  amount  of  composition  for  this  district 
is  8,028/.;  of  this  sum  7>9fil/-  ia  paid  by 
Protestant  landlords,  and  only  107 L  is  de- 
rived from  the  Roman  Catholics  of  the 
diocese.  Carrying  that  proportiohy  then, 
over  the  whole  of  Ireland,  the  number  of 
acres  will  be  found  to  be  12,000,000,  and 
only  201,680  of  these  are  hdd  by'  Roman 
Catholic  landlords.  The  amount  of  oom- 
position  will  be  511,000/.,  of  which  only 
6,904/,  will  be  paid  by  Roman  Catholic 
landlords.  If  this  argument  he  sound— and 
I  am  not  aware  that  there  is  any  fallacy  in 
it— «way  goes  the  argument  that  the  Church 

is  lupportad  by  CatbolicB.    It  ia  maintaiaed 


h^  Pr«t««fafitf    avi    ir   P-r^r-ctant  irr-^-ne.  'rr.tn  •he  G«ircn:iiieiit  *     I  -omu 

The  5rnaf  jum^uwMt  zww  mmx'iatinpii  nf  :«.  — •  ier  t^.e  Totice  -Y  the  Hrmp  tfe 

that  the  Caihr-'rc  veaamtrr  ve  s»:Mect  :o  4  the  nr;*.'.e  L.vnL  ^ne 

the  psfOKSt  of  tithei.     Now  that  >.•   -f  -ii  Home    Denartixient.    ia    the 

afe  ai^reed  a*  to  the  iieeepn^  of  rpmnmi?  ^rhen   the    i  -rTth  C.ioie    if 

that  griewiee,  hotr  can  it  be  «bi  that  that  T^^at^nn^iues  Act  ^7^  Ticder  r 

ka  haMdiip  ^rfaifh  imrvifln'm  rf:<*  Cath^  ;■>  Tl:at  cianae.  is  the    iebate 

iemflrndf     rnilT     one     ^evenrr-nvh     nort  ♦imt  nuaed  the   jiiestioTU  'iVberLcr  the 

df  thM  <?hjirsc  ?      T(lnH$  nf  *'  */ueMtinm  "j  '.ixruiatioa  of  «iiie  sorpica  ^sooU  aat  be 

I  av  wrrv  to  '▼earr  hoo.  C^entSetBen  :   bat  ♦irpttcd  trrna   Prmr^Tanr  naea  to 

I  ff:f\  it  to  be  IDT  'Intv  to  5tate  nrr  ^exiti*  Mate  mrnn**  ?     Wiat.  »t  that  ti= 

inenM  -jpoo  *he  «nKiect,  itwI  -hi*  I  wiah  to  the  amttiDenti  f4  the  nof-ie  LonL  the 

do  in  a  awwner  that  mar  nor  be  otfen^ive.  .TefArr  for  the  Hijoie  Dc 

J  wi<b^  to  the  bestt  of  mr  ahiiitiesi.  to  Ytate  are  hu  wmds:— - 

dHtmetlf  what  are  mj  opinions    The  bon.        «  jj^  ^^^  penonailv  cotrrinced  :hat  to  iia- 

Member  for  ^^aterfoni,   whom   I  do  not  cn<i«  the  nQi*st;on -'V'^aui  be  to  bna^  on  a  oaa» 

now  «c  in  hw  piaee,  haa  irapoted  to  me  voi^ion  n   l^e  ooucut.*^ 

the  baaert  motives     Standine  in  the  no.  f     -n  „^  ,^^  ^.«,«  a^  „„«.^.«  »f.;.j. 

Mtton  which    I   do,    I    reallv  feel   airoo«t ^_    »      ^  ^  — .       a     _  i«:.     ,  4         • 

-          .          _^-       5        .         '  •          i.    t  ^*^  at  a  ftjture  and  no  listant  oar  aoae, 

aabameo  to  notice  the  owcrvations  of  that       i '  l    »u         ui      t  .-4   ►! -_^  '.      .u 

-         --      ,             ,   -                   »      -I  -^vhich    the   notJie   Luira   tfaea  pat   u>   the 

hoo^emb^,  ana  I  em  now  hartly  coo-  „,^^^ ;  bat  I  adc  wbether.  uDmTthe  snh. 

defend  to  do  «      W  n«,    however,  I  hear  :^  ,^  ^„^  dei-UN-tte  ^KpiuadoB  .^ 

MBIM  for  the  wndiK*  which  I  h«re  l^  ;ii;e,  ^^  take  a  coone  br  whid.  he 
aA»€ed  and  when  motrje.  wch  »  U,«e  ^^^  j,,  ^j„^  j„  ,^,.,,5  tto'coBrnlaoB 
whM^   he  hM  m<inaated  m  nnpo^to    ,^^y  ^  ^^^j^  f^  ^^  ^^j,^,  ^  ,j^ 

me,  I  Mel  I  cannot  paw  over  the  obwrva-    j__j    -     , ann    ..      j._^  •• 

^         «  .1.    L        u      1.  -I  Ti      clarm,  m  18.33,  was  a.  mttrr  that  coaia 

tion<  of  the  hon.  Member  in  silence.     He        ,  u^  usi'iierf  - 

utoten  that  he  hm  a  nhrcwd  smpicion  that  ' 

dimppomteri  ambition  haa  led  me  to  panne  ."  '1  '*?*  ?'«»*  *!*  to  enta^  nto  a  coniot 

the   wnr*!  which    I   have  taken  oJTthig  '"'h 'he  I^rds  theyhouia  lo  :t  torsomethm, 

^.          ^   J    I.  ^  i*  T                   ^1.     worth  come*tine,   Tiie  present  was  but  a  <hi- 

ntiestton  ;  and  that  if  I  were  on  the  oppo«    a^^  ^€  ^  ^^  .«,    »«  _— J- •i.;.^.  _.  i ; 

mte  Hench  I  would  have  taken  a  ditferent  nsk.ng  the  peace  and  iranqmility  of  the  oovit- 

coiirae.     Now,  it  do«<   so  happen   that  I  try  for  the  wke  of  in  abstract  principle.     He 

Jioparated    from    my  hon.    Priendu  on   the  regarded  the  CooAtitutiun  in  a  voy  ^aSssnsa/L 

iViimiiterial  side  of  the  Houne  when  they  li^jtit  to  some  hon.  Gentiemoi.    The  check 

were  in  the  {^enitude  cX  their  power;   hiit  which  one  Hoase  exerci-^ed  orer  another  waa 

I  fieated  myself  by  thoeie  who  are  em  this  "^^  invented  for  the  purpose  of  bnncuq;  the 
fV^neh   when    they    were  out  of  power.  •  ^T'' "^"»^»»^<>.  ^^1\^'''"/"  «^«7  ^*«m« 

[Mr.  O'Connell:    //^/w'/   //^^r.n      The    ^1  ^^II^h' ?h"V"  ^*^.  f  \"'^^ 
V  A    i^^-^-j    \£      w.^   i       v'W,  °*  adopted  that  were  5atisfacto.-y  to  both  and. 

hon,  and  learned  Memher  for  Kilttamy  beneficial  to  the  comitry.  There  was  no  doubt 
neema  to  dotibt  that  aaaertion»  or  to  think  ^y^^^  ^^e  diminution  of  the  Bishops  and  the 
that  it  ref|tiires  qualificatioii ;  btit  the  hon,  abolition  of  the  Church-eass  wrndd  not  be 
Member  Hhonld  not  forget,  that  when  the  ,  voluntarily  acceded  to  by  the  House  <d  Laida» 
rij2^t  hon.  EovvHiety  the  M^aber  for  Tarn**  j  but  aiarely  because,  on  considering  the  nature 
worth,  flat  on  the  Tieasnry  Bench,  I J  of  the  Coostitotion,  th^  woold  feet  a  their 
tmder  the  peculiar  etmimatanees  ^  the  '  ^«*y  <»  yield  to  the  sense  of  the  coontry  and 
moment,  declined  to  «t  with  the  right  hon.  I  ^^  ^*  .^f^*"**  ^'^^  °^  **  ^^'^  ^  ^*>"^ 
Gentleman.     So  mnch  for  the  ''  £iaenem"  '  "'^°**  ^*  quesuon  for  them  to  consider  waa» 

»  ^   ^       J  -4.    **  jk* •  ^j  1  whether  at  the  present  season  they  woold 

of  V^^T^^^  dw^pomted  am.  ;  think  it  worth  while  to  pass  a  BiU  which  con» 
Mtum  wbidt  bM  led  lae  to  take  the  coarse  j  tained  many  essential  benefits,  aitfaongh  it  did 
which  I  harve  taken.     I  now  come  back  to    not  sanction  a  arindple  to  which  tfaoe  existed 


^ny«nw  to  diow  how  Ae  propuwd  •  insuperable  obstacles.  If  that  Honae  wefc  on 
ehmMe  will  tend  to  diatiixfa  ttanfaillity, '  ^^^^  "^^  a  eootest  with  the  Honae  of  Laais» 
WtA  CO  Aake  the  faandBrimw  of  pniperty  j  i  ^«  ^<»P«*  ^^  contest  wonhi  take  place  on 
mid  MMamHW  this  vmw  an  die  «*t-»»;«.,  »»e  question  fA  importance,  and  diat  they 
of  tbeHoMeTl  be^  *»  a*  whether  »w»i_  I  ''^'**^.  °°'  wantonly  and  an  trivial  grannda 


V^vi'    i^^.  .._  .  1.  .         ,„      I  provoke  a  coIlision.i>* 

flKBts  of  a  like  deacrxptVB  bttvQ  never  been    1 |_ 


ottered  by  hk  M^eaty's  pKMnfc  Mimsteia,  ^ 

fA^^mH  tes  €T«  am  i  xaXsBsi     f  fiann^i:budSc^v«Lim.y»iQ^ 
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There  are  some  bon.  Gentlemen  on  the 
opposite  side  whom  the  noble  Lord  then 
proclaimed — I  shall  not  do  so — as  having 
supported  the  dause  of  that  Act^  because, 
if  it  were  carried^  they  hoped  to  have  the 
Bill  thrown  out  elsewhere,  an  event  which 
the  noble  Lord  thought  they  looked  for- 
ward to  with  no  inconsiderable  degree  of 
satisfaction.  The  noble  Lord  proceeded 
to  say  :— 

"  lie  could  understand  it  as  proceeding 
from  those  who  in  discussions  iwhich  had 
taken  place  in  that  House  had  paid  but  little 
regard  to  the  general  security  of  property; 
but  for  himself,  he  was  of  opinion  that  this 
country  would  not  stand  a  revolution  once  a 
year.  Under  the  present  circumstances  of  the 
country,  they  were  bound  to  make  sacrifices  to 
preserve  and  promote  tranquillity  and  the  se« 
curity  of  property.  Let  others  be  for  convul- 
sion, he  was  for  peace.*" 

But  what,  I  would  ask,  do  we  find  to 
have  been  the  recorded,  expressed  opinion 
of  the  noble  Viscount  at  the  head  of  the 
Government,  as  delivered  by  him  only 
nine  months  since  ?  And  here  I  ask  the 
House  to  ponder  well  over  this  remarkable 
declaration,  on  the  second  reading  of  the 
Church  of  Ireland  Bill,  as  brought  up  to 
the  House  of  Lords.  Lord  Melbourne,  on 
moving  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill  of 
last  S^sion,  said  :— 

"  At  the  same  time,  my  Lords,  that  I  pro- 
pose this  measure,  I  am  fully  aware  of  the 
effects  which  it  will  produce,  and  of  the  objec- 
tions which  may  be  urged  against  it.  I  am 
deeply  sensible  and  much  concerned  at  the 
impression  which  I  feel  that  it  will  make.  I 
cannot  conceal  from  myself  that  it  will  be,  in 
the  first  instance,  and  for  a  certain  time,  a 
heavy  blow  and  a  great  discouragement  to 
Protestantism  in  Ireland  ;  that  it  will  be  also 
a  great  triumph  to  the  adverse  party.  I  am 
well  aware  that  it  is  not  the  same  thing  to  de- 
stroy as  never  to  have  constituted ;  to  demolish 
as  never  to  have  built  up ;  but  this  evil,  which 
I  trust  will  be  but  temporary,  is  forced  upon 
me  by  the  untoward  circumstances  which  I 
have  already  described.  I  cannot  avoid  it, 
and  that  which  I  cannot  avoid,  I  must  submit 
to  with  as  much  patience  as  I  can  command, 
and  temper  with  as  much  of  remedy  and  al- 
leviation as  it  is  in  my  power  to  administer.  I 
admit  the  great  peril  and  danger  which  neces- 
sarily attend  upon  and  accompanies  such 
mighty  and  fundamental  changes.  The  shake 
and  convulsion  which  they  create,  render 
doubtful  the  safety,  not  merely  of  the  Estab- 
lishment, but  of  the  Constitution  itself.f  *' 

ZOh  /  Oh  r]  What !  Does  that  hon.  Gen- 

*  Hansard,  Third  Series,  vol.  xviii.  p.  1096. 
t  Hansard,  vol.  xxx.  New  Series,  p.  727. 


deman  mean  to  deny  that  I  correctly  quote 
the  words  of  the  noble  Lord,  or  does  he 
feel  disposed  to  reprehend  me  for  repeating 
this  solemn  adnjonition : — '*  The  shake  and 
convulsion  which  they  create,  render  doubt* 
ful  the  safety,  not  merely  of  the  Establish- 
ment, but  of  the  Constituticm  itself?"  Now, 
coupling  the  observations  of  the  noble  Pre- 
mier with  regard  to  "  certain  untoward 
circumstances/'  with  the  phrase  used  by 
the  noble  Lord  (the  Secretary  for  Ireland), 
of  his  inability  to  shake  off  the  question  of 
appropriation,  I  beg  the  House  to  pause 
and  deliberate,  now  that  the  matter  of  dis- 
cussion  between  the  conflicting  parties  is 
brought  into  narrow  limits,  and  that  the 
point  of  dispute  is  small,  before  it  rejects 
so  serious  a  warning  as  that  which  has 
been  administered  by  the  first  servant  of 
the  Crown,  and  by  a  servant  of  the  Crown, 
too,  possessing  the  confidence  of  hon.  Mem« 
hers  opposite.  I  recollect  having  been 
struck  by  an  observation  which  that  noble 
Lord  used  on  one  of  the  last  occasions  on 
which  he  addressed  this  House.  It  was  in 
the  year  1826,  in  opposition  to  a  motion 
for  Parliamentary  reform ;  and  the  noble 
Lord  replied  to  a  very  able  speech  which 
had  been  delivered  by  the  present  Presi* 
dent  of  the  Board  of  Control^  in  which  he 
argued  that  Parliament  was  the  safeguard 
of  the  Constitution,  and  that,  if  he  thousht 
reform  would  have  the  effect  of  changing 
the  form  of  our  Government,  he  should 
oppose  it  as  much  as  any  man.  I  well  re- 
member Lord  Melbourne  replied  to  this 
effect : — "  All  these  disclaimers  are  very 
good,  but  my  experience  shows  me  that 
they  are  not  to  be  relied  on ;  for  in  politics 
it  so  happens  that  people  get  what  they  do 
not  want,  and  want  what  they  do  not  get." 
The  efiects  of  such  measures  as  this  cannot 
be  limited  according  to  the  views  of  those 
who  introduce  them.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Kilkenny  has  openly  declared  that  there 
will  be  no  tranquillity  in  Ireland;  and 
this,  too,  in  the  self-assumed  character  of 
representative  of  Ireland.  I  beg  to  direct 
the  attention  of  the  House  to  the  evidence 
gken  before  a  Committee  of  the  House  <^ 
Commons  by  Dr.  M'Hale,  as  representing 
the  sentiments  of  the  Irish  Catholic  hie- 
rarchy, with  respect  to  the  EstabUshed 
Church. —  Dr.  M' Hale,  who,  at  one  time, 
had  preached  conformity  to  the  doctrine  of 
St.  Paul — *'  Render  honour  to  whom  ho- 
nour is  due,  tribute  to  whom  tribute,  fear 
to  whom  fear," — implying  by  such  lan- 
guage that  as  long  as  tithe  was  the  law  of 
the  land  it  should  continue  to  be  paid. 
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Now  let  the  Hmiice  contrast  these  senti- 
mentA  with  a  letter  written  afterwards,  to 
the  Duke  cX  WeUinjgton,  by  the  same  in- 
dividual in  the  year  1854^  in  tvhich  he 
«ftifl,  "  after  paying  the  landlord's  rent, 
neicf»er  to  parson,  prortor,  landlord,  land' 
lord's  agent,  or  any  uther  individtial,  shall 
I  continue  to  pay  a  penny  of  tithe  or  any 
other  tax  which  shall  go  to  the  support  of 
the  greatest  nuisance  in  the  ciriliscd  world." 
So  that  whatever  conces.<4ion  may  he  made, 
there  can  he  no  chance  of  a  cessation  of  agi- 
tati/m;  heeause^  according  to  Dr«  M'Hsde^ 
it  ncrer  shall  cease  antil  **  the  greatest 
nuksnce  in  the  civilised  world"  shall  he 
altogpther  abolished.  But  it  has  been  said, 
that  the  Church  Establishment^  bobtered 
lip  as  it  \%,  is  incompatible  with  freedom. 
I  am  astonished  at  such  an  argument^  and 
at  the  quarter  from  whence  it  comes.  I, 
on  the  contrary 9  have  always  understood  it 
to  be  the  great  bulwark  cX  civil  and  re- 
ligious liberty.  It  has  proved  itself  to  be 
tms.  It  rescued  us  once  from  Popery  and 
from  tvranny ;  and  on  another  occasion,  it 
rescued  us  from  the  yoke  no  less  galling — 
that  of  sectarian  usurpation.  I  have  heard 
such  ominous  language  as  this — that  if  the 
Bill  do  not  pasfl^  we  roust  prepare  for  bat- 
tle, and  throw  ourselves  upon  the  justice  of 
our  cause.  Hon.  Members  have  talked  as 
if  some  convulsion  was  near  at  hand,  and 
of  being  prepared  for  the  worst.  I  do  still 
strongly  confide  in  tho  strength  and  sta. 
Ulity  of  the  Protestant  Establishment  of 
this  country;  and  I  do  solemnly  believe^ 
that  it  will  still  preserve  us  from  all  danger 
of  tyranny,  bigotry,  fanaticism,  and  anar. 
chv.  Our  Church  may,  ii  is  true^  on  tho 
other  hand,  have  to  sanction  a  serious 
breach, — it  may  be  about  to  fall ;  but  I, 
f(ir  one,  if  called  u|)on  In  that  fatal  hour  to 
let  the  Church  crumble  into  dust,  and 
with  it  the  British  Constitution,  which 
rests  un(m  it>  and  is  mainly  supported  by  it, 
Hhull  ucclare  in  the  language  of  Lord  Bo. 
lingbrokc,  that  "  when  truth  and  reason, 
ana  the  cau.no  of  liberty  fall  with  it,  those 
who  are  buried  in  tho  ruins  arc  happier 
than  those  who  survive  them." 

Mr.  Shell ;  The  right  hon.  Baronet  has 
concluded  a  speech  m  favour  of  religion 
and  of  the  Constitution  by  quoting  an 
Atheist  und  a  Tory.  He  has  indulged  in 
u  diMMcrtation  upon  property,  which  it  is  to 
bo  lutncnti'd  that  the  Cumberland  yeomen 
did  not  hiuu*,  in  order  that  he  may  hence- 
forth correct  his  erroneous  notions  on  that 
Nubjoct.  Tlic  right  hon.  Baronet  has 
quoted    Paley ;     he  forgot    to   state   that 


Paley  is  of  evinioa  that  the  wtnnUm  of  s 
gDvemmeot  iiave  bo  ri^it  to  detenazne 
what  is  or  is  not  the  true  religitiii,  hat 
shoald  abide  by  the  opinion  of  the  majority 
of  the  people.  He  ought  also  to  have  re. 
membered  an  anthnrity  better  than  Paley 
—the  Scotch  Parliament — which,  in  the 
Act  abolishing  Prelacy,  laid  down  as  the 
great  rea^son  for  that  celebrated  proceeding, 
that  it  W2A  opposed  to  the  feelings  a£  the 
majority  of  the  Scotch  people.  TheK  are 
great  principles,  and  are  worth  &r  move 
consideration  than  the  detaOs  of  the  mea- 
sure before  the  House ;  it  is  not  a  qoestioa 
of  vulgar  arithmetic,  bat  of  vast  policy, 
involving  those  reg^ds  by  which  Ireland 
ought  in  future  to  be  permanently  and  uid* 
formly  governed.  Two  measures  have  been 
proposed :  the  one  by  a  nofaie  Lotd,  the 
Secretary  for  Ireland,  who  has  won  our 
confidence,  attachment,  and  respect;  the 
other*  by  a  noUe  Lord  who  was  Secretary 
for  Ireland,  and  whose  hiogiaphy  consti- 
tutes a  calamitous  portion  of  the  history  of 
Ireland.  The  one  proposes  appropriatioD ; 
the  other,  distribution.  Between  which 
should  we  elect  ?  The  plaa  to  which  m^ 
propriation  is  an  incident  provides  a  sur. 
plus ;  the  plan  which  has  disiributioa  in 
view  leaves  no  surplus  to  he  applied^  It  is 
evident  that  the  latter  is  framed  so  as  to 
avoid  the  creation  of  the  surplus.  But  is 
there  one  ?  Let  the  statistics  of  the  ooun« 
try  be  consulted.  There  are  six  hundred 
thousand  Preshyterians,  eight  hundred  and 
fifty  thousand  Episcopal  Protestants,  and 
six  millions  six  hundred  thousand  Roman 
Catholics.  In  one  archdiocese  there  are 
only  forty  thousand  Protestants,  and  there 
are  one  million  eight  hundred  thousand 
Roman  Catholics.  What  more  ne«d  be 
stated  in  order  to  prove  that  a  surplus  exists^ 
and  that  the  existing  system  cannot  be 
maintained  ?  It  has  been  suggested  by  the 
noble  Lord,  that  the  inferior  Protestant 
clergy  are  now  paid  in  a  manner  dispropor* 
tioned  to  their  merits  and  services ;  for  my 
part,  wherever  real  services  are  to  be  per- 
formed, I  am  not  only  willing,  but  anxious 
that  a  clergyman  should  be  adequately  re> 
warded :  but  where  there  is  no  congreoa- 
tion  I  do  not  desire  to  see  an  useless  ecde- 
siastic,  no  matter  to  what  religion  he  may 
be  attached.  But  when  did  the  nohle 
Lord,  who  now  advocates  new  distribution, 
first  bethink  himself  of  the  poverty  of  the 
Protestant  clergy.  When  did  he  first  give 
way  to  these  feelinf^s  of  commiseration  in 
favour  of  the  wretched  curate  and  the 
family  depending  on  him  for  sustauiment  .^^ 
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He  Tiei^er  propoted  any  measure  for  tbeir 
relief  until  the  demands  of  millions  have 
urged  this  great  question  to  the  issue  to 
which  it  has  advanced.  He  says,  that  he 
never  can  or  will  consent  to  it.  I  never 
expected,  indeed,  that  he  would  divest  him- 
self of  the  fatal  pertinacity  which  charao« 
terises  himj  and  which  has  been  the  source 
of  so  much  calamity  to  the  country  that  was 
so  long  abandoned  to  his  control  The  man 
who  could  without  remorse  witness  the  fatal 
results  of  bis  miserable  legislation,  must  in. 
deed  be  incapable  of  penitence :  but  he  is 
mistaken  in  supposing  that  his  consent  is 
necessary  to  the  achievement  of  this  great 
measure.  This  House^  invested  as  it  is 
with  a  power  which  is  sure  to  prevail  at 
last,  sustain^  by  the  great  body  of  the 
nation,  has  means  of  persuasion  which  have 
not  been  tried  on  former  occasions  in  vain. 
Does  the  noble  Lord  recollect  by  wliat  ex« 
pedient  the  Cabinet  of  which  he  was  a 
Memher  carried  the  Reform  Bill } — and  if 
that  measure  was  accomplished,  its  results, 
its  inevitable  results,  of  which  this  is  one, 
will  by  the  same  instrumentality  be  achieved. 
It  is  sufficient  to  trace  the  progress  of  this 
question,  in  order  to  see  that  its  advances 
to  success  are  beyond  all  doubt,  and  that, 
although  it  may  be  retarded,  it  cannot  be 
stopped.  There  are  a  class  of  questions 
which  cannot  retrograde,  which  cannot 
continue  stationary,  and  which  must  needs 
go  on.  Of  this  character  was  the  Slave 
question,  the  Catholic  question,  the  Reform 
question.  Of  this  class  is  that  which  the 
Irish  millions,  returning  to  this  House  a 
vast  majority  of  the  representatives  of  Ire. 
land,  never  will  relinquish.  In  the  year 
18V4,  this  question  was  first  pressed  to  a 
division  by  the  Member  fc^  Middlesex.  In 
the  minority  the  names  of  Hobhouse,  of 
Rice,  and  of  Russell  are  to  be  found.  They 
saw  even  then  that  the  concession  of  this 
right  to  Ireland  was  indispensable  for  her 
peace.  The  Member  for  Cumberland  has 
quoted  a  speech  of  the  Secretary  of  the 
Home  Department,  in  1833,  to  prove  that 
he  was  opposed  to  a  new  appropriation; 
but  that  speech  referred  to  the  147th 
Clause,  and  to  a  contingent  and  improbable 
surplus  in  the  Church  Temporalities'  Bill, 
and  not  to  a  surplus,  definite,  substantial, 
palpable,  like  that  which  will  result  from 
the  contemplated  measure.  It  may  be  said 
that  the  noble  Lord,  as  well  as  the  Secre- 
tary for  the  Home  Department,  has  been 
consistent.  He  has  been,  indeed,  obstinate 
in  his  adherence  to  a  detail,  but  his  general 
policy  has  with  that  detail  been  most  in- 


conmous.  The  Instant  the  Reform  of  the 
Paruament  was  proposed  in  England,  the 
reform  of  the  Church  was  with  the  same 
loud  voice  imperatively  required  in  Ireland. 
The  excitement  which  arose  in  one  country 
on  the  question  by  which  it  was  most 
deeply  interested,  soon  extended  itself  to 
the  other,  on  the  grievance  by  which  it 
was  most  sensibly  and  painfully  affected. 
Down,  cried  England,  with  nomination 
in  the  Parliament ;  down,  cried  Ireland, 
with  sinecurism  in  the  Church;  perish 
Cratton  and  Old  Sarum,  cried  the  people  of 
this  country ;  perish  the  abuses,  answered 
the  Irish  millions,  which  nothing  but  Old 
Sarum  and  Gatton  could  maintain.  How, 
indeed,  was  it  possible  that  the  popular 
agitation  which  pervaded  one  country, 
should  not  have  bc»n  communicated  to  the 
other?  How  could  Ireland  remain  in 
apathetic  contemplation  of  the  great  scenes 
which  were  passing  in  this  country  ?  Yet 
the  noble  Lord  hiinself,  who  administered  to 
the  provocation  of  the  popular  passions  in 
England,  and  the  right  hon.  Baronet  (Sir 
James  Graham)  conceived  that  they  could 
play  the  Gracchi  or  Reform  of  the  Par* 
liament,  and  complain  of  sedition,  when 
Ireland  demanded  in  the  same  right  the 
reform  of  the  Church.  When  the  Titho 
Bill  was  introduced,  in  1832,  the  Irish 
Members  remonstrated  in  vain ;  the  mea^ 
sure  was  passed  into  a  law.  The  peo- 
ple assembled  in  thousands  and  tens  of 
thousands  to  petition  against  it.  They 
were  dispersed  at  the  point  of  the  bayonet, 
and  their  leaders  arrested,  convicted  by 
packed  juries,  and  imprisoned.  The  Parlia* 
ment  was  dissolved ;  and  provoked  by  these 
despotic  proceedings,  the  shout  for  repeal 
arose  from  every  hustings.  The  Coercion 
Bill  was  introdueed,  and  even  that  melan. 
choly  measure,  although  intended  to  re* 
press  the  display  of  the  popular  power, 
contributed  to  advance  this  question;  for 
the  English  Members  who  had  consented 
to  seventy,  determined  that  severity  should 
have  justice  for  its  companion.  The 
Church  Temporalities'  Bill  was  introduced ; 
it  swept  ten  Bishops  away,  it  abolished 
churchu^ess,  it  provided  that  certain  vacant 
benefices  need  not  be  filled  up  (thus  letting 
a  great  principle  indirectly  in),  but  un- 
fortunately the  147th  clause,  which  did 
not  indeed  expressly  assert  appropriation, 
but  intimated  its  adoption,  was  rejected, 
and  from  the  measure  no  tranquillising 
ccmsequences  ensued.  At  the  opening  dP 
the  Session  in  1 834,  a  most  important  dis- 
closure took  place.    It  was  proved  that  the 
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Marquess  of  Anglesea  had^  so  far  back  a^ 
1S32,  written  a  despatch  to  the  Cabinet^ 
insisting  on  appropriation,  as  indispensable 
for  the  settlement  of  Ireland ;  and  thus, 
while  the  Irish  Secretary  was  exclaiming 
against  all  concession,  that   distinguished 
Nobleman  was  bearing  to  the  nece&sity  of 
this  great  measure  his  incalculably  impor* 
tant  attestation:  the  question  thus  every 
day  gained  ground.     The  Member  for  St. 
Alban's  at  length  gave  his  celebrated  no- 
tice.    The  matter  was  brought   to  issue 
between    the  parties  in  the  Cabinet,  as 
it  is  at   this  moment  between  the    two 
branches  of  the  Liegislature,  and  the  cele- 
brated   Church    Commission  went  forth. 
The  noble  Lord  perceived  that  if  the  people 
were  counted    the  days  of   ecclesiastical 
abuse  would  be  numbered.     He  saw  that 
appropriation  was  involved  in  the  inquiry 
that  must  lead  to  it,  and  he  resigned.     He 
left  Lord  Grey  behind  him.  What  inference 
is  thence  to  be  deduced?     If  the  noble 
Lord's  resignation  was    founded   on  one 
principle.  Lord  Grey's  retention  of  office 
must,    upon    a   counter    principle,    have 
equally  rested.     Why,  therefore,  did  the 
noble  Lord  refer  so  repeatedly  last  night  to 
Lord  Grev  i    What  did  he  desire  to  inti- 
mate >     Against  any  insinuation  w:hich  he 
meant  to  convey,  let  the  Church  Commis- 
sion issued  by  Lord  Grey  be  appealed  to. 
The  Melbourne  Cabinet  is  formed-— dis- 
solved in  a  moment  of  royal  misapprehen- 
sion of  the  state  of  Ireland :  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Tamworth  comes  in,  announces 
the  non-appropriation  as  the  basis  of  his 
policy,  is  struck  down  by  the  resolution 
moved  by  the  noble  Lord,  and  out  of  the 
ruins  of  his   Administration  furnishes  a 
new  proof  of  the  necessity  of  making  this 
great   and    paramount    concession  to    the 
power  by  which  that  Administration  was 
laid  prostrate.    The    Melbourne   Cabinet 
sent  up  their  Bill  to  the  Lords :  it  is  lost ; 
but  are  the  Government  shaken,  or  in  the 
least  affected  by  it  ?     No ;  a  resolution  of 
the  Commons  annihilates  a  Ministry  in  an 
instant ;  and  to  the  Lords  the  Cabinet  bid 
defiance.     Who,  then,  will  deem  it  matter 
of    doubt   by  whom  the  victory  will  be 
won,  if,  indeed,  to  an  encounter  the  two 
Houses  should  unhappily  be  driven  ?    Take 
that  single  fact ;  do  not  go  to  remote  periods 
or    questionable    examples;    look  at    the 
event  within  your  immediate  recoUection, 
at    that    which    is  passing   this  moment 
before  our  eyes,  and  away  with  all  fear 
on  the  part  of  the  people,  and  with  all  con- 
fidence on  the  part  of  their  antagonists ! 


The  Session  of  1835  closes,  and  in  Irehnid 
events  arise  which  exhibit  the  fatal  impolicy 
of  the  Lords  in  a  new  and  remarkable  light. 
This  tithe  question,  which  had  before  been 
so  productive  of  disaster,  generates  a  series 
of   new  evils.      The  Lay  Association  is 
formed  in  order  to  enforce  the  payment  of 
the  obnoxious  impost:    the  heads  of  the 
Orange  body  are  among  the  chief  directors 
of  its  proceedings.     The  names  of  Lord 
Roden,  Lord  Famham,  and  Lord  Lorton, 
stand  conspicuous  in  the  Committee.      I 
pronounce  no  opinion  on  their  motives,  or 
censure  on  their  proceedings,  nor  do  I  in- 
deed know  to  what  extent  the  Lay  Asso- 
ciation has  interposed ;  but  this  I  do  know, 
that  never  in  the  annals  of  litigation  was 
such  a  scene  as  the  Court  of  Exdiequer 
now  presents,  exhibited.     The  writ  of  re- 
bellion is  issued;  the  law-officers  appear 
before  the  Chief  Baron  and  his  brethren,  to 
oppose  the  employment  of  the  police  in  the 
execution  of  these  writs ;  the  executive  is 
discomfited   by  the  Court,  and  the  Chief 
Baron  becomes  virtually  the  master  of  the 
whole  constabulary  force*     The  execatioa 
of  writs  of  rebellion  is  confided,  of  neoes- 
sity  in  many  cases,  to  Commissionen  of  ^e 
lowest  class  and  of  the  most  desporate  eha* 
racter.    These  miscreants  enforce  the  at« 
tendance  of  the  police  at  the  dead  of  the 
night,  break  open  the  doors  of  nominal 
rebels,  whose  treason  consists  in  non-pay- 
ment of  tithes,  and  incarcerate  the  delin- 
quents.    Is  this  state  of  things  to  continue  ? 
As  yet,  indeed,  there  has  been  no  violent 
outrage,    because  the  people  look  to  the 
settlement  of  the  question,  and  entertain 
the  strongest  confidence  in  the  Govern- 
ment;   but  if  the  question  continue  un- 
adjusted, and  there  is  but  one  mode  of  ad- 
justing it,  I  shrink,  I  own,  from  the  con- 
templation of  the  consequences.    A  single, 
a  most  painful  fact,  will  iUustrate  the  state 
to  which  things  have  arrived*    Not  long 
ago,  a  letter  addressed  by  me  to  the  cleroy- 
man  of  my  parish,  was  produced  in  ukis 
House*     I  made  no  complaint  of  its  pro- 
duction, nor  of  the  st^  taken  by  the  Rev* 
Gentleman  to  insure  his  tithe.    I  have  re- 
cently learned  that  he  has  applied  to  the 
Government   for    the   protection  of   the 
police  in  going  every  Sunday  to  church,  in 
order  to  secure  him  from  any  outrage  to 
which  he  may  be  exposed,  and  accordingly 
he  proceeds  every  Sunday  to  church,  ac- 
companied by  the  police.     I  not  only  con- 
demn, but  I  denounce  as  detestable,  any 
attempt  to  offer  him  violence  or  afihmt ; 
but  while  I  denounce  it,  i  cannot  avoid 
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depkring  Uie  political  drcumstanoes  of  a 
oountiy,  of  which  these  lamentable  inci- 
dents aie  the  symptoms.  It  is  monstrous^ 
Sir»  that  this  condition  of  things  should  be 
aUowed  to  continue^  and  that^  for  the  sake 
of  an  abstraction,  the  Conservatiye  party 
should  allow  Ireland  to  be  exposed  to  the 
disasters  which  may  befal  us.  There  is 
not  a  Protestant  State  in  Europe  but  this, 
in  which  a  proposition  so  preposterous  as 
that  Church  property  is  inalienable,  is  as- 
serted* The  right  hon.  Baronet  referred 
to  the  condition  of  the  Lutheran  and  Pro- 
testant Church  in  Prussia,  adding  that  the 
case  did  not  apply.  Why  the  opponents  of 
popular  privileges  continually  resort  to 
zmreign  example  for  arguments  against  in« 
novation;  but  when  we  appeu  to  the 
same  source,  when  we  point  to  Germany^ 
in  proof  that  Catholics  and  Protestants  can 
live  in  perfect  amity^  that  the  Lutheran 
Church  18  paid  exactly  in  proportion  to  the 
labours  of  its  clergy,  and  that  the  income  is 
regulated  by  the  congregation;  when  we 
show  them  there  is  nothing  in  the  two 
xdigions  to  create  hostility,  if  it  be  not 
nurtured  by  the  law,  we  are  told  that  the 
case  does  not  apply,uid  that,  if  an  example 
is  to  be  produced^  it  is  not  from  the  Conti- 
nent that  it  is  to  be  brought  forward.  Be 
it  so.  Scotland  affords  evidence  as  irresist- 
ible of  the  advantage  of  adapting  the  insti- 
tutions of  a  country  to  the  lutbits  and  prin- 
ciples of  its  people.  Look  to  Scotland 
whfioi  an  effort  was  made  to  inflict  episco- 
pai^  upon  her  (how  full  is  her  history  of 
the  philosophy  which  teaches  by  example), 
and  ux^  at  her  after  her  national  religious 
lights  had  been  asserted.  Noble  and  envi- 
ame  country !  She  has  won  victories  in 
civilisation.  Her  agriculture  has  climbed 
to  the  summit  of  those  hills  whose  heather 
was  once  red  with  her  martyrs'  blood ;  the 
palaces  of  her  industry  ascend  on  the  banks 
of  every  frith;  her  estuaries  are  covered 
with  navies  l^t  bear  the  produce  of  her 
labour  to  the  remotest  marts;  in  every 
science  diat  enlts  and  expands  the  mind, 
in  every  art  that  cheers  and  embellishes 
existence,  Scotland  has  made  the  most  im- 
portant contributions  to  the  happiness  of 
mankmd.  But,  alas !  when  from  the  con- 
templation of  the  splendid  spectacle  which 
Scotbnd  exhibits,  I  turn  to  my  own  un- 
fortunate countiy,  my  heart  sinks,  I  con- 
fess, within  me  in  the  melancholy  conscious- 
ness in  which  every  Irishman,  no  matter 
what  may  be  his  creed,  ouffht  to  participate. 
But  if  Ireland  does  exhibit  this  fatal  con« 
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trast— if  in  a  countiy  that  ought  to 
teem  with  abundance  there  prevails  wretch- 
edness without  example— -if  millions  of 
paupers  are  without  employment,  and  often 
.without  food  or  raiment — where  is  the 
fault }  Is  it  in  the  sky  that  showers  ver- 
dure ?  Is  it  in  the  soil,  that  is  surpassingly 
fertile?  or  is  it  in  the  fatal  course  which 
you,  the  arbiters  of  her  destiny,  have  adopt- 
ed? She  has  for  centuries  belonged  to 
England ;  England  has  used  her  for  centu- 
ries as  she  pleased :  how  has  she  used  her, 
and  what  has  been  the  result }  A  code  of 
laws  was  established,  to  which  in  the  an- 
nals of  legislative  atrocity  there  is  not  a 
parallel;  and  of  that  code,  those  institutes 
of  unnatural  ascendency,  the  Irish  Church 
is  a  remnant.  But  although  that  detest- 
able policy  was  without  example,  it  has 
since  been  chosen  as  a  modeL  Well  did 
Nicholas  exclaim,  when  he  perused  the 
debates  (as  I  have  heard)  in  this  House, 
on  his  fri^tful  tyranny  to  Poland,  well 
did  he  exdaim,  ^*  Poland  is  Russia's  Ire- 
land." He  confiscates  as  your  fathers  did ; 
he  banishes  as  they  did;  he  debases  as 
they  did ;  he  violates  the  instincts  of  human 
nature,  and  from  the  parent  tears  the  child, 
as  they  did ;  and  he  inflicts  upon  a  Catholic 
people  a  church  alien  to  their  national 
habtts,  feelings,  and  belief,  as  you  do.  And 
think  you  not  that  thereare  men  found  in  the 
Senate  of  St.  Petersburg,  who  exclaim  that 
the  Greek  Chureh  must  be  maintained,  in 
ascendancy  in  Poland-^that  it  is  the  bond 
of  connexion  between  Poland  and  Russia— 
that  a  Greek  priest,  dispensing  hospitality 
and  holding  out  a  salutary  example  by  the 
excellence  of  his  moral  conduct,  must  in 
every  Polish  village  be  the  source  of  im- 
provement ?  and  can  you  doubt  that  some 
Tartar  Secretary  for  Poland  is  sufficiently 
prompt  to  furnish  the  materials  for  a  War- 
saw speech,  and  to  exclaim  that  a  lesson 
must  be  given  to  Poland,  and  that  she  must 
betaueht  to  fear,  before  she  can  learn  how  to 
love  ?  You  all  exclaim,  the  Russian  policy  is 
not  only  wicked  but  insane.  Is  English  policy 
commendable  and  wise  ?  In  Heaven's  name^ 
what  useful  purpose  has  your  gorgeous  Es- 
tablishment ever  promoted  ?  Laist  night 
the  Member  for  Weymouth,  who  represents 
and  expresses  thefeelings  of  so  large  a  portion 
of  the  religious  and  moral  community  of 
this  country,  who  does  not  love  Popery,  but 
who  abhors  tjrranny,  told  you  that  his  con- 
viction was,  that  the  abusesof  the  Protestant 
Chureh  had  been  the  greatest  impediment 
to  the  progress  of  the  Protestant  religion. 
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gapply  to  lis  oppopfliila.  Have  not  tiheiral 
daegy  an  cmxrtinii^  of  Mkiag  wlieirtMi  k 
u  in  an  Aoadama  t^  tbe  vmefmH  ot  ibt 
Lord  diould  be  planted?  Wheiber  tiief  are 
indeed  tiie  Minutefa  of  CSiriil  wlio,  wldle 
diey  ineulcate  the  leading  of  bk  Word, 
enter  the  field  of  miMnfrr  with  tfie  Gmpel 
as  an  implement  for  gwearing  a  diitaeied 
modier  over  tlie  body  of  her  diild,  diat  lay 
dead  and  staik  befcn  her,  and  whedier 
they  ase,  indeed,  the  prietts  of  the  living 
God,  who  with  the  handi  diat  disttibnte 
the  neramental  eo|i,  and  pot  die  bnat  ef 
life  into  ciiculaticaiy  load  the  namunenta  rf 


You  cannot  hm  to  pmely  tiae  os  tlwattgh 
tbe  means  of  the  Estahhshment  Yon 
have  put  the  ejmtiflsent  to  the  tert  of 
three  centuries.  If  the  laudi  be  with  yon 
it  may  be  great,  but  in  this  instance  it  does 
not  sustain  the  aphorism^  for  it  does  not 
pcevaiL  You  have  tried  every  thing. 
First  pens]  codes,  then  foundling  hospitals^ 
and  charter  schools  (those  nursenes  for 
oorporations),  afterwaids  Kildave-street  So. 
cietieSf  but  these  also  have  been  aban- 
doned; and  even  the  nohle  Lord  opposite, 
with  all  his  seriptuxal  addictions^  and 
although  he  be  the  author  of  a  work  on  the 
Parid)ks  for  the  use  of  children  {I  wonder 
what  he  says  about  the  Pharisee)— ^till  so 
convinced  was  he  of  the  futility  of  all 
attempts  at  our  omvecsion*  that  he  himself 
introduced  that  system  whidi  is  soeno* 
neously  designated  byhispresent  auxiliaries 
as  the  mutilation  of  the  Word  of  God.  Bot 
who  that  reflects  on  die  aubyeot  finr  a  am- 
ment  csn  bdieve  tibat  the  abuses  of  the 
Church  can  have  any  other  efiect  than  to 
array  the  country  againat  thi 
which  it  is  ooDoectod  f  how 
advanoe  with  polioe. 
ooBBQBsisBOners  ot  TBPftiiioii  sor  its 
iiflnarint  ?  BaeoUcot 
if  yon  pleaie^  what 


with  fingers  dripping  with  human  tNaod^ 

vripe  thor  tears  awasri 

■qr,  are 

yonr    Choabh   do 

opportunitia  far  their    indntoBnce.    B 

if  in  a  religions  view  the  IktennshMiani, 

It  is  niiiisntulrrt^  fannnt  eondooa  to 

mtererts  of 

itnsme^?    It  k 
h  enaartailm 
Ihmm !    At  thm  miwrt  ir 
voanasaion  nv  ok 
f  fw  rf 
its 
T1» 
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